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The law of life is the law of growth. When growth 
ceases, death begins. This is true of any function and 
of all organisms. The life of the law is peculiarly 
dependent upon growth. This was the foundation, 
the spirit, soul, and body of the common law. It 
grew out of the customs and with the needs of the 
people to meet the requirements of the ages. In the 
ceaseless struggle between life and death, there is 
nothing more dead than the ‘‘dead letter of the law.”’ 
And in order to keep the great body of the law in a 
healthy condition, so that it may perform the func- 
tions of a living organism, useless parts should be 
allowed to slough off and be discarded from time to 
time, and the surgeon’s knife should be employed 
where necessary. A survey of the domain of juris- 
prudence speedily reveals the fact that while there 
has been a steady general growth in the law, its 
development has been by no means uniform. Some 


departments have been very much more rapidly de- 
veloped than others, as might have been expected. 
Let us consider for a moment one great division—that 
of municipal law, involving, according to Sir William 
Blackstone’s analysis, the rights of persons, the 
rights of things, private wrongs, and publie wrongs. 
Americans have been pre-eminently jealous of their 
personal rights, inclined to guard them with watchful 
eye, and ever ready to do battle for them when con- 
sciously infringed. But in spite of this watchfulness, 
the battle cry has not always been promptly raised. 
We know, however, that when the attention of the 
people has onee been sharply directed to any in- 
vasion or denial of their rights, unceasing warfare 
has been made until the fruits of victory have been 
secured. It is believed that history will repeat itself 
in this respect, when the public shall have been thor- 
oughly informed of the need for reform in the land 
laws of the country. These laws are ordinarily sup- 
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posed to concern simply the rights of things, but they 
deeply concern also the rights of persons. One of the 
absolute rights relating to the person is the right of 
private property, for the protection of which an ex- 
press clause was inserted in Magna Charta, to the 
effect that no freeman should be disseised or divested 
of his treehold but by the judgment of his peers or 
the law of the land. 

The first clause of the Virginia Bill of Rights, an 
immortal production which will always have its place 
**all 
men are by nature equally free and independent, and 
have certain inherent rights, of which, when they 
enter into a state of society, they cannot, by any 
compact, deprive or divest their posterity—namely : 
the enjoyment of life and liberty, with the means of 
acquiring and possessing property, and pursuing and 
obtaining happiness and safety.’’ 

One of the fundamental principles of liberty for 
which the blood of American patriots was freely shed 
in the War of the Revolution was that no taxes should 
be imposed save by consent of the people or their 
representatives. And no Constitution of any one of 
the States fails to provide that private property shall 
not be taken for public uses without just compensa- 
tion. “Te 

Yet it is apparent upon reflection that the pro- 
tection secured for lands by Magna Charta must be 
wholly inadequate whenever the law of the land be- 
comes inequitable, restrictive, and oppressive; that 
‘the inherent rights of the people are denied by the 
lack of any certain means of acquiring and possessing 
certain title to real property under the old laws; that 
these inherent rights have been further curtailed by 
the denial of perfect liberty in disposing of real 
property under the old laws; that heavy taxes have 
been indirectly imposed by the old laws upon every 
transfer of lands—taxes not for the benefit of the 
Government, but solely for the benefit of the small 
class of citizens devoting themselves to the examina- 
tion of titles and the machinery for the transfer of 
lands; and that the private property of citizens is 
being forfeited every day for taxes, however small 
the amount, and thus taken for public uses without 
just compensation. In these respects it is evident 
that our land laws have failed to grow or to be de- 
veloped to meet the needs of the people. And they 
should now have new life infused into them, similar 
to that by which the great body of mercantile law 
has been vivified and enlarged to satisfy the require- 
ments of modern conditions. The great Lord Mans- 
field is declared by Mr. Justice Buller to have been 
the founder of the commercial law of England. 
Prior to his day, Lord Hardwicke is said to have pro- 
ceeded with great caution, deciding each case for itself 
without promulgating and pursuing any general prin- 


among the great State papers, proclaims that 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER 


ciples. But it was different when Lord Mansfield 
came to preside over the Court of King’s Bench. 
‘*From that time,’’ said Buller, J., in Lickbarrow 
vs. Mason, 2 Durn. & East, 63, ‘‘we all know the 
great study has been to find some certain general 
principles which shall be known to all mankind, not 
only to rule the particular case then under considera- 
tion, but to serve as a guide for the future. Most of us 
have heard these principles stated, reasoned upon, 
enlarged, and explained, till we have been lost in ad- 
miration at the strength and stretch of the human 
understanding.’’ The great principle formulated by 
Lord Mansfield and forever established by his pupil 
in Lickbarrow vs. Mason was that title to personal 
property should pass by equitable estoppel. In that 
particular case bills of lading were held to be negotia- 
ble instruments conferring absolute title upon an 
innocent bona fide holder for value. But the prin- 
ciple has since been extended to warehouse receipts, 
certificates of stock, and all other forms of mercantile 
securities, so that practically any and all personal 
property can now be readily converted into negotiable 
assets. Without this principle it would be absolutely 
impossible to conduct the business of the day. Cash 
transactions in coin or bank notes are practically 
negligible in comparison with the vast volume of 
business done every day by means of negotiable in- 
struments and securities of all sorts. Commerce ° 
would languish and trade would be quickly stifled if 
the free use of personal property were curtailed. And 
it is no exaggeration to say that if an attempt were 
made to impose upon personal property a tithe of the 
restrictions now thrown around the use and enjoy- 
ment of real estate, civilized men all over the world 
would arise in bloody revolution to cast off the galling 
bonds. 

One of the leading objects of the Torrens Sys- 
tem is to permit men to use their real estate freely. 
In a word, it will add to lands a negotiable quality 
and convert them into mercantile assets available, 
as personalty now is, in all the uses of business. It 
will thus largely increase the bankable capital of the 
country, and afford a safe form for general invest- 
ment. Much prejudice has existed on this subject 
among some conservative members of the Bar, but no 
good reason can be perceived why the transfer of 
lands should not, as far as possible, be made as easy, 
certain, quick, and inexpensive as the transfer of 
personalty. The Creator has made men absolutely 
masters of their souls, and we trust them freely with 
their lives. Shall we hesitate to trust them with their 
property and to make them absolutely masters of it? 
We confide heirlooms, priceless jewels, slippery cash, 
and countless forms of personal property of untold 
value—the great bulk of wealth—to the unfettered 
dominion and free disposal of the owner. Why should 
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we decline to allow the utmost freedom in the enjoy- 
ment and use of lands? America is pre-eminently a 
commercial country, and this is pre-exinently an in- 
dustrial age. Liberty has been the foundation of our 
growth and greatness. Liberty of person and liberty 
of property should go hand in hand. In fact, it was 
the struggle for liberty of property that gave us lib- 
erty of person. This may be discovered among the 
ranks of the barons at Runnymede, is heard in the 
defiance of Hampden to Charles I, thunders in the 
tones of Patrick Henry, ‘‘the forest-born Demos- 
thenes,’’ echoes from Boston harbor, and may be 
traced throughout the history of our race. Almost 
a century and a half ago it was said by the great 
Commentator on the laws of England: ‘‘ Experience 
hath shown that property best answers the purposes 
of civil life, especially in commercial countries, when 
its transfer and circulation are totally free and unre- 
strained.’’ The good sense of this remark is em- 
phasized by the general judgment of mankind as ex- 
perience grows with the ages. For it is constantly 
demonstrated that any and every restraint upon trade 
narrows the market, lowers the price of every article 
affected, and tends to diminish the number of traders. 
If, therefore, it is desirable that men should deal in 
lands, every restraint upon such dealings should be 
removed. If it is desirable that men should purchase 
and own their homes, every restraint upon such 
purchase and ownership should be removed. If it is 
desirable that titles should be cleared up, settled, and 
kept good, then a cheap, reasonable, and effective 
method should be provided for these purposes. If it is 
desirable that the State should collect her taxes 
promptly, but that in doing so she should respect the 
rights of her citizens, then the forfeiture of lands for 
delinquent taxes should .be abolished; and whenever 
a sale for taxes becomes necessary, the property should 
be sold at public auction on the premises, after due 
advertisement thereof, an absolute title should be 
passed, and any surplus over and above the costs of 
sale, taxes, interest, and just penalties for delinquency 
shduld be paid by the State to the owner at the time 
the sale is made. In other words, instead of a for- 
feiture for delinquent taxes, there should be an 
equitable foreclosure by the State, as if the property 
were being sold under a deed of trust or by order of 
some court of competent jurisdiction. And if it be 
desirable that the State should not only collect her 
taxes promptly, but should derive increased taxes 
from improved lands with certain and salable titles, 
then every State should hasten to adopt the Torrens 
System. For the experience of countries in which it 
has been tried proves that all these things are accom- 
plished and result from the operation of the Torrens 
System. 

Hon. John Stuart Mill, whose work on the ‘‘Princi- 


ples of Political Economy’’ is a standard on both sides 
of the Atlantic, has said: ‘‘All taxes must be con- 
demned which throw obstacles in the way of the sale 
of land or other instruments of production. * * * 
Too great facilities cannot be given to enable land to 
pass into the hands and assume the modes of aggre- 
gation or division most conducive to its productive- 
ness. lf landed properties are too large, alienation 
should be free, in order that they may be subdivided ; 
if too small, in order that they may be united’’ (Vol. 
Il, Book V, Chap. V, See. 1). And in the same 
volume he says: ‘‘The imperfections of the law, both 
in its substance and in its procedure, fall heaviest 
upon what is technically called real property; in the 
general language of European jurisprudence, immov- 
able property. With respect to all this portion of the 
wealth of the community, the law fails egregiously in 
the protection which it undertakes to provide. It 
fails, first, by the uncertainty and the maze of tech- 
nicalities which make it impossible for any one, at 
however great an expense, to possess a title to land 
which he can positively know to be unassailable. It 
fails, secondly, in omitting to provide due evidence 
of transactions, by a proper registration of legal docu- 
ments. It fails, thirdly, by creating a necessity for 
operose and expensive instruments and formalities 
(independently of fiseal burdens) on occasion of the 
purchase and sale, or even the lease or mortgage, of 
immovable property. And, fourthly, it fails by the 
intolerable expense and delay of law proceedings in 
almost all cases in which real property is concerned. 
* * * ‘To make land as easily transferable as stock 
would be one of the greatest economical improve- 
ments which could be bestowed on a country; and has 
been shown, again and again, to have no insuperable 
diffieulty attending it’’ (Vol. II, Book V, Chap. VIII, 
Sec. 3). Along the same line, we might also summon 
to our support Judge John F. Dillon, than whom no 
one can claim a higher rank in American jurispru- 
dence. In his work on ‘‘The Laws and Jurisprudence 
of England and America,’’ being a series of lectures 
delivered before Yale University in 1891-2, this dis- 
tinguished author said: 

‘*Real property with us does not serve as the 
foundation for personal distinction or family 
grandeur, and is invested with no peculiar sanctity. 
Its uses are those of property simply. It is an article 
of commerce and its free circulation is encouraged. 
Without going into further details, I insist that the 
law of real property in this country ought to be 
assimilated as near as possible to the law of personal 
property, and that it is practicable to emancipate ‘it 
from all of the pernicious consequences of tenure, 
whether existing by the common law or growing out 
of the doctrine of uses) * * * But I do earnestly 
maintain that it is owing simply to the inertia and 
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conservatism of our Bar that it is willing to let this 
great department of our law remain in its present 
condition—chaotic, uncertain, complex, and abound- 
ing in subtleties and refinements; and this, although 
it is practicable to make it as simple, clear, and cer- 
tain as any other part of our laws. Let us at length 
have deliverance from the remaining vestiges of the 
bondage of the Norman conqueror, and from the 
heavy burdens which a long succession of English 
Chancellors, albeit without any fault of theirs, have 
imposed upon us’’ (Lecture VIII, pp. 240-1). 

It has been assumed in this paper that our readers 
are familiar with the principles and purposes of the 
Torrens System, and therefore no attempt has been 
made to describe or explain its details. But it may 
be well to remark that its fundamental distinction is 
that it registers titles, while the old system simply 
undertakes to record some of the evidences of tille. 
Of course before a title can be registered it must be 
judicially ascertained and either cleared of all clouds 
and encumbrances or registered subject to encum- 
brances judicially ascertained. Thus the Torrens 
System deals with the title itself, not only in original 
registration, but in every transfer and transaction 
thereafter. On the other hand, the old system deals 
with evidences of title, requiring every citizen to weigh 
these evidences and determine for himself their valid- 
ity and effect upon the title. But it is to be noted 
that many evidences of title are not required to be 
recorded under our old system, among which may be 
mentioned the evidences of marriage, divorce, and 
heirship; while such evidence as are recorded are 
scattered through numerous deed books, will books, 
judgment dockets, release deed books, lien books of 
various descriptions, and land books, many of 
which may be in different clerks’ offices and in 
different counties. Also, unrecorded liens in 
distant States may control title under the 
Bankruptcy Act and other Federal Statutes. For 
instance, in United States vs. Snyder, 149 U.S. 
210, an internal revenue tax of $3,643.29 was estab- 
lished as a valid lien on real estate in the hands of an 
innocent purchaser for value and without notice. In 
this case there was no record of the tax, and the pur- 
chaser did not even have constructive notice of it; 
but the Court held that the tax system of the United 
States is in no respect subject to the recording laws of 
the States. 

It may be helpful to review the evils of our present 
land laws, which may be briefly summarized as fol- 
lows, speaking from the standpoint of the Code of 
Virginia, which may probably be taken as a fair 
illustration of the laws of other States: 

1. Only evidences of title are recorded. Hence all 
the evidence must be examined every time, and the 
difficulty, danger, and labor increases with every trans- 


fer. This causes increasing delays and costs, besides 
augmented uncertainties. 

2. Much important evidence is not recorded, but is 
altogether in pais, particularly evidence concerning 
the true heirs of decedents. This adds to uncertain- 
ties and fills the past with ghosts that not only haunt, 
but frequently take actual possession of, lands trans- 
ferred to their detriment. 

3. There is no proof of the genuineness of signa- 
tures to deeds. Forgeries are easy. 

4. There is no certainty of identity of parties. The 
examiner relies wholy upon seeming identity shown 
by index of deeds. But there may be many ‘‘John 
Smiths.”’ : 

5. There is no proof of delivery of deed. It may 
have been executed as an escrow. 

6. There is no proof of legal capacity of parties at 
the time the deed was delivered. 

7. No certainty about marriage or divorce. Rights 
of dower and courtesy may spring up. 

8. Lands may be subject to rights by adverse 
possession or prescription of which there is absolutely 
no record. 

9. Rights may arise under will not required to be 
recorded for seven years in Virginia. 

10. Rights may arise under wills impeached or 
established within two years after ex-parte probate; 
and the statute gives an additional reservation in 
favor of infants and non-residents. 

11. There is no certainty about boundaries under 
our present system. 

12. Pocket deeds may be reeorded within ten days 
and will relate back to date. This reduces every 
transfer to a matter of ‘‘confidence’’ in the grantor 
unless the purchase money is withheld. 

13. The loss of title by eminent domain may not 
appear by ordinary examination. 

14. Loss of title by reversal of decree of court may 
not be shown by the deed books. 

15. Conflict of patents and interlocks will not ap- 
pear by ordinary examination. The chain may be 
faultless while the original link is worthless. 

16. Indexes are imperfect, and fatal mistakes may 
be made by reason of omissions and other defects. 

17. It is not even necessary that deeds should be 
recorded or indexed at all. They are binding and 
serve as ‘‘constructive notice’ to all the world from 
the time when lodged for record with the clerk 
(Virginia Building & Loan Co. vs. Glenn and others, 
99 Va., 460). 

18. ‘‘Court titles’’—those passing through suits— 
are the most uncertain of all. Questions of proper 
parties and procedure must be determined by each 
examiner, and caveat emptor is the maxim. 

* 19. Ceaseless examination of title, entailing delay 
and expense. 
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20. Titles dependent upon the opinion of each ex- 
aminer. Doubts may be raised and clouds cast by 
any tyro. The character of every man’s property is 
therefore subject to destructive or costly ‘‘libel’’ and 
‘*slander’’ by any irresponsible examiner. One may 
buy on the opinion of an expert and be prevented 
from selling by the opinion of a novice. 

21. The difficulties, dangers, and costs of examining 
titles grow with increasing records. 

22. No certainty can be attained, with rare ex- 
ceptions; and absolutely none can be maintained. 
Though all questions of title be judicially settled 
to-day, others may arise under the present system 
with every transfer. 

23. Real estate is forfeited for the non-payment of 
taxes. 

24. It is extremely difficult to ‘‘set up’’ titles when 
the records or any portions thereof are destroyed, as 
in the great fire in Chieago and the earthquake of 
San Francisco. 

But all these evils will be mitigated, if not wholly 
removed, by the Torrens System. The registration 
of title not only adds a new quality to land by making 
it merchantable and imparting to it the features of a 
negotiable security, but it is a permanent improve- 
ment to land. It is submitted that this statement 
ean be accepted without qualification. We are, how- 
ever, accustomed to the use of these words in cases 
where they should be severely qualified. We speak 
of buildings and even of fences as ‘‘permanent im- 
provements’’ to our lands. But, construct your hand- 
some residence, rear your fireproof skyscraper, erect 
your ample barns, and build your best fences, if you 
please. In a few months, or certainly in a few years, 
che plumber, the tinner, the mason, the carpenter, the 
foundryman, and the painter—one or all of them— 
must be called into requisition. And the tax-gatherer 
immediately raises your assessment. So that instead 
of making a permanent improvement, you have in 
reality only invited a higher ‘‘permanent tax.’’ But 
when you once register the title to your land, you 
have truly made a ‘‘ permanent improvement’’ to your 
property. You have done something that will endure 
as long as the Commonwealth survives and the reign 
of law continues. 

The Torrens System is no longer an experiment. 
It has been tried in many countries and tested for 
half a century under the most diverse conditions. 
No reasonable doubt can now be entertained by any 
unprejudiced mind that it can be made to operate 
with success in any State or country in which it is 
given a fair opportunity. Constitutional questions 
need be no longer apprehended in any act drawn 
with care and prudence (People vs. Chase, 165 Til. 
527 or 36 L. R. A. 105; People vs. Simon, 176 Il. 
165 or 44 L. R. A. 801; Tyler vs. Court of Registra- 
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tion, 175 Mass. 71 or 51 L. R. A. 433; Wm. B. Tyler 
vs. Judges of the Court of Registration, 179 U. S. 
404; State vs. Guilbert, 56 Ohio, 575; State vs. West- 
fall, 85 Minn. 443 or 57 L. R. A. 297; National Bond 
& Security Co. vs. Hopkins, 96 Minn. 119; Baart vs. 
Martin, 108 N. W. Rep. (Minn,) 145 or 64 Central 
Law Journal, 306). Indeed, the question is now 
simply a practical one. If the practical business men 
or a majority of the practical voters of any State 
desire the Torrens System, it cannot be doubted that 
earnest lawyers may be found of sufficient ability to 
draw an act that will stand the closest scrutiny of 
the courts. In the second volume of Mr. George 
William Rusden’s history of Australia he refers to 
the achievements of Sir R. R. Torrens as follows: 

‘“Wherever he struck, groans of lawyers warned 
him that his deeds were impious. It was impossible, 
they said, that aught but unutterable woe could flow 
from his rashness—non turba questa secreta sede. 
* * * Public opinion supported him against 
Bench, Bar, and serivener. Amid learned prophecies 
of failure he achieved success. Title by registration 
was substituted for title by deed. His instructions to 
all who desired to bring their property under the 
new law were so clear that any ordinary person with 
time at his disposal could dispense with legal assist- 
ance in complying with the forms; and the cost was 
almost nominal. Useless dust of ages was swept away. 
By the old law every change of ownership lengthened 
the chain of which each link had to be tested in every 
subsequent transaction. By the new law the last 
registration was complete in itself, and no retrospect- 
ive searches or opinions—no new intricate deeds— 
were * * * At the end of 1879 the 
value of property brought under the act was nearly 
twelve million sterling in South Australia alone. 
Long before that time Mr. Torrens had grafted his 
reform upon the neighboring colonies. To some he 
went while the lawyers were arraying their forces 
against the dreaded innovation which was everywhere 
proposed, everywhere opposed, but everywhere 
triumphant. In some places, when defeat was im- 
pending, the legal fraternity made a merit of neces- 
sity ; and when they could not stay the measure, in- 
duced the Government to make a lawyer the Regis- 
trar-General, with a view to maintain legal techni- 
ealities in fact or form. His opponents continually 
asserted that Mr. Torrens did not understand the 
difficulties of the case, but events proved that defects 
in comprehension were not on his side.’’ 

We are satisfied that the final verdict of the Ameri- 
ean public will sustain these views and accord with 
that of Illinois, Massachusetts, California, Minnesota, 
Colorado, Oregon, and the great mass of English- 
speaking people who have adopted the Torrens 
System. 
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Consideration of a German View of Americans 


As Law-Builders 


By Hon. Frep BRASTED. 


Charles Dickens, the Lnglish novelist, says in his 
preface to ‘‘ American Notes’’: ** Prejudiced 1 am not, 
and never have been, otherwise than in favor of the 
United States. I have many friends in America. | feel 
a grateful interest in the country. I hope and be- 
lieve it will successfully work out a problem of the 
highest importance to the whole human race.”’ 

Then he proceeds in nearly a score of chapters with 
a most scathing criticism of our ‘*institutions,’’ social 
and political, only occasionally turning the keen edge 
of his cutting sarcasm with a commendatory obser- 
vation. It is reported that our forefathers living at 
the time were not overzealous in their praises of 
Dickens after that. We have never looked with favor 
on our foreign critics. 

Herman von Holst, a renowned German-Russian 
scholar and an extremely broad-minded, worldly wise 
man, after years of residence in America, wrote one of 
the most comprehensive and accurate treatises pro- 
duced upon the constitutional history of the United 
States. Others that are classed with it perhaps are 
Tocqueville’s ‘‘ Democracy in America’’ and Bryce’s 
‘American Commonwealth.’ Toequeville was a 
Frenchman and Bryce an Englishman. It often takes 
a foreigner who looks at us from the outside with a 
bird’s-eye view to discover and outline our national 
irregularities. And the same is equally true of other 
peoples. I wish to quote a statement made by Von 
Holst and to brietiy consider its bearing, if there be 
any bearing, upon present conditions and present 
duties. Von Holst says: 

‘‘In political questions of a concrete nature the 
Americans are, on an average, more competent judges 
than any people on the continent of Europe. The 
political institutions of the country, its social and 
economical relations, educate them from the cradle 
to independent thought on all questions involving 
material interests and encourage them to summon 
their whole intellectual strength for their solution. 
But in the wearing struggles of daily life new prob- 
lems of this character continually arise and almost 
exhaust their intellectual strength. Their energy of 
mind is not, in consequence, great enough to give 
much depth to their thoughts on political problems 
of a general nature. The disposition towards generali- 
zation is sufficiently developed, but their observations 
are neither various, nor long, nor reliable enough to 
warrant inductions of any real value. Half-true and 
vague ideas are therefore raised by them to the dignity 
of unimpeachable principles. These are appealed to 


on every occasion, so that they rapidly rise to the 
dignity of sovereign laws’’ (Von Holst, ‘*Constitu- 


tional History of the United States,’’ Vol. I, p. 74, 


Laylor and Mason’s translation). 

Now, the natural thing for us to do when this for- 
eigner says we apparently know no better than to call 
half truths and ‘‘ vague ideas’’ ‘‘unimpeachable prin- 
ciples’’ and ‘‘sovereign laws’’ is to fly into a patriotic 
rage. For my part [ am convineed that he cannot 
sustain his indictment as drawn, but rather than dis- 
pose of the matter in an angry passion, the more 
sensible thing would seem to be to step outside of 
ourselves and look at ourselves, and see whether there 
may not be a grain of truth hidden among his allega- 
tions. 

In the outset it may be well to observe that if, at 
some time, it should be found that we have no faults, 
that finding would constitute the one unique thing in 
all history. But at this time the attempt will not be 
so much to settle the question as to whether we possess 
these elements of weakness as to consider in what 
manner and where a proneness to accept half truths 
and ‘‘vague ideas’’ for ‘‘unimpeachable principles’’ 
and ‘‘sovereign laws,’’ in ease such proneness exists, 
would affect us most in the hope of contributing in a 
small way to caution. You know it has been said that 
eternal vigilance is the price of liberty. The people 
should freely and expeditiously register their will 
with the law-making power, and undoubtedly should 
a ‘‘half truth’’ get control of the mind of a majority, 
it would become crystallized from thought into fact 
most readily and emphatically in legislation; but it is 
to be doubted whether the hazard to our liberties 
would be any greater in such an event than in case 
the influence of fallacious logic should make itself 
felt upon our courts. In fact, it seems that an inde- 
pendent, unencroaching and unencroached-upon judi- 
ciary and the sober second thought of the people have 
usually, if not always, steered us around legislative 
shoals in safety. But for the purpose of this con- 
sideration, suppose a storm of sentiment for some 
half truth or vague idea should sweep down upon our 
courts with such force as to influence the judiciary 
into declaring the one or the other a legal fact, an 
unimpeachable principle or a sovereign law: might 
not liberties and vested rights be seriously menaced 
or impaired? There have been times when a part of 
us have apparently forgotten the true functions of 
the judiciary ; when we seem for a time to have held 
it responsible for the law rather than the interpreta- 
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tion of the law; when vox populi has attempted to 
speak for the voice of the courts; when even the people 
themselves, at their own hazard, have urged the judi- 
cative to rush onto the premises of the legislative and 
make law rather than interpret the law as it is; or 
when the people, perhaps through the legislative, have 
sought to override constitutional rights and have cen- 
sured the courts for doing their duty, for refusing to 
violate well-settled principles to suit a special case, 
for safeguarding sacred rights by standing steadfast. 

If possibilities for such assaults upon our judicial 
equilibrium exist, there is no time or place when or 
where they could and should be more effectually 
hedged against than in Oklahoma just as the founda- 
tion of a new Commonwealth is being laid. In what 
is said it is not the desire to be understood as having 
reference particularly to the constitutional conven- 
tion now in session, for it will be readily conceded 
that important duty as that body has before it, fully 
as grave responsibilities will come to our earlier legis- 
latures and earlier courts as have been assigned to 
the framers of the Constitution. The work will not 
be completed when they adjourn, however well they 
may perform their task. The foundations of a State 
are not to be laid in sixty days. Whatever the con- 
stitutional convention may do, it is pre-eminently and 
inevitably the duty of the Bench and Bar to see that 
the walls upon and according to which will be erected 
the superstructure of the jurisprudence of the Com- 
monwealth are well laid in sound principles of law, 
and that the rights of all are effectually safeguarded 
for all time. 

Bearing upon the issues herein, attention is called 
to three American cases, now historic, and attention is 
no less earnestly directed to the manifestations upon 
the part of a good portion of the public with reference 
to the findings of the courts therein. It may be that 
we have already experienced assaults upon our judi- 
ciary by some of. the people who mistook half truths 
for ‘‘sovereign laws,’’ or at least who failed to com- 
prehend the duty of the courts. The argument made 
here will not necessarily charge the assailants with 
error in their conclusions as to what the law should 
be, so much as for attacking the court for correctly 
interpreting the law as it is. 


In the 85th Pacific Reporter, page 190, is found an’ 


opinion of the Supreme Court of the State of Colorado 
in the case entitled In Re Moyer. This, as you know, is 
the noted habeas corpus case wherein Charles Moyer, 
then President of the Western Federation of Miners, 
was arrested and held by the adjutant-general of the 
State of Colorado, acting under orders from the Gov- 
ernor on the theory that ‘‘the ends of public justice, 
the restoration of public tranquillity, and the sup- 
pression of the insurrection required his further de- 
tention uptl peace and order were restored.’’ Moyer 
if 


297 


made application to the Supreme Court for a writ of 
habeas corpus. The writ was granted and on the 
return day the adjutant-general answered. Under 
the Colorado practice and the usual practice the legal- 


ity of the imprisonment is found upon the recitals of 
the return. In this ease the applicant for the writ 
replied to the return or answer which amounted to a 
general demurrer. It appears from the pleading that 


a strike was declared in San Miguel County by the 
officers of the Western Federation of Miners. Work 
upon the mine ceased, but some of the striking work- 
men remained in the vicinity idle. Trouble arose be- 
tween the mine owners and the strikers when it was 
attempted to work the mines with non-union men. 
Acts of violence were committed, among which were 
murder and arson. The local authorities could not 
adequately protect life and property and could not 
secure the conviction of those charged with lawless- 
ness. The Governor was called upon for assistance. 
The Mayor of the county seat, five of the aldermen of 
the same place, the city attorney, the chairman of the 
board of county commissioners, the county attorney, 
and the sheriff and more than twenty leading citizens 
joined in a petition to the Governor, declaring that in 
the county were a large number of persons co-opera- 
ting with a large number outside, all of whom were 
arming themselves and threatening to unite forces in 
the county for the purpose of destroying property and 
inflicting personal injuries upon the citizens; that 
persons in charge were the same as those who had 
committed the aets of violence resulting in murder 
and destruction of property ; that the civil authorities 
could not suppress these forces or protect the persons 
aand property of the residents of the county ; that the 
petitioners had reasonable apprehension that loss of 
life and sacrifice of property would result unless 
immediate and decisive action were taken through the 
military to suppress and quiet the unlawful assembly. 
Upon this statement the Governor issued his proc- 
lamation setting forth this state of affairs and de- 
clared the county in a state of insurrection and re- 
bellion. Then he directed the adjutant-general to 
order out such troops as he deemed necessary, report 
to the sheriff of San Miguel County, and use such 
means as were right and proper as the conditions de- 
manded. In pursuance of this order and while en- 
gaged in the suppression of the insurrection the 
officers in command became convinced that Moyer, 
who was then in San Miguel County, was aid- 
ing, counselling, and assisting the insurrection; 
whereupon he was arrested and imprisoned. The 
adjutant-general and the Governor both said it was 
their intention to release him as soon as they safely 
could. At the time of the filing of the adjutant’s 
return they stated the insurrection was not yet sup- 
pressed and that Moyer should be longer restrained 
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to prevent him from giving aid, comfort, instructions, 
and commands to the disturbers and until peace and 
order were restored. 

Moyer replied in substance that even though law- 
fully under arrest, the military should turn him over 
to the civil authorities, and that he could not be held 
by the military until the alleged insurrection was at an 
end; that the Governor could not declare martial law 
or suspend the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus 
at any time or under any circumstances, because the 
former was inapplicable and the latter was a legisla- 
tive and not an executive function. The question 
decided, and the only question decided, was that sus- 
taining the right of the Governor to retain the pris- 
oner, ‘‘not because the privilege of the writ of habeas 
corpus was suspended or the Governor had declared 
martial law, but for the reason that the Governor, 
through his subordinate officers, was exercising a 
power conferred upon him by the fundamental law 
of the State.’’ 

Without discussing what should have been the 
fundamental law of the State of Colorado as applied 
to In Re Moyer, it seems that there cannot be any 
serious question in the mind of the majority of the 
Bar that the majority opinion of the Supreme Court 
of that State correctly construed and interpreted that 
law. The dissenting opinion filed in the case will 
hardly appeal to the lawyers’ logic. Yet a storm of 
vituperative censure swept over the country based 
not upon the real issues as decided, but rather upon 
what our German friend could not be blamed for 
denominating half truths and ‘‘vague ideas.’’ That 
the majority of that court was not influenced in its 
findings by this criticism or the anticipation of it 
appears to be fortunate; for while the fundamental 
law may or may not have been wrong which the court 
upheld, it is far better to correct a bad law by con- 
stitutional or legislative enactment than for a court 
to establish the precedent of assuming that preroga- 
tive. Whether the mind of the judge who filed the 
dissenting opinion was affected by the flood of ‘‘ vague 
ideas’’ is not for the purposes of this discussion. Of 
that the record itself is the best evidence. 

As Judge Campbell, of the Colorado court, said in a 
recent address, and whose statement of this case I have 
followed or paraphrased, practically the same position 
was taken by the authorities at the time of the Galves- 
ton flood and the disaster at San Francisco as by the 
Colorado Governor in the Moyer matter. No serious 
complaint is reported on account thereof. The reason 
for no censure being passed in the two last-named 
eases for military interference may perhaps be found 
in the fact that Moyer happened to be an officer of a 
powerful organization ; and men, some with good, some 
with bad, and some with indifferent motives, sought 
to prostitute the deliberate determinations of the ju- 


diciary to political uses, while in the Galveston and 
San Francisco cases the damage in the outset was 
charged to the Almighty, and there are those who are 
theologico-politically wise and daring enough to aver 
that the Almighty has never lined up permanently 
with the ‘‘stand-patters’’ of any of the parties. 

In fact, it seems that most of the danger, if any, ex- 
ists in cases where the subject-matter of the contro- 
versy may have, or may be made to appear to have, a 
political aspect. 

In the summer of 1894 there was a strike ordered by 
the American Railway Union, ‘‘growing out of a dif- 
ference or dispute between the Pullman Palace Car 
Company and its employees.’’ Most of the employees 
left the company’s service, and it was charged that, 
in order to force a settlement, the Union, through its 
president, Eugene V. Debs, and others, proceeded to 
create a boycott against the cars of the company and 
prevent a number of the railroads running into and 
out of Chicago from operating, interfering with inter- 
state commerce and the carrying of the United States 
mails, and that it was the declared intention to con- 
tinue such interference. An injunction was had and 
served. Later the district attorney filed an informa- 
tion for an attachment against four defendants, of- 
ficers of the railway union, and still later against 
others. On hearing before the Cireuit Court of the 
United States on December 14th they were found 
guilty of contempt and sentenced to imprisonment in 
jail for terms varying from three to six months. On 
the 14th of January following they applied to the Su- 
preme Court for a writ of error and also for one of 
habeas corpus. The application for writ of error was 
denied, on the ‘‘ground that the order of the Circuit 
Court was not a final judgment or decree.’’ The ap- 
plication for writ of habeas corpus was considered and 
opinion rendered by Justice Brewer in the 158th 
United States Reports, page 564 et seq. 

As stated in the opinion the case involved two ques- 
tions: ‘‘First, the relations of the general Government 
to interstate commerce and the transportation of the 
mails such as to authorize a direct interference to pre- 
vent a forcible obstruction thereof. Second, if author- 
ity exists, as authority in governmental affairs implies 
both power and duty, has a court of equity jurisdiction 
to issue an injunction in aid of the performance of 
such duty ?’’ 

In summing up its opinion the Court said: ‘‘We 
hold that the Government of the United States is one 
having jurisdiction over every foot of soil within its 
territory and acting directly upon each citizen; that 
while it is a government of enumerated powers, it has 
within the limits of these powers all the attributes of 
sovereignty ; that to it is committed power over inter- 
state commerce and the transmission of the mail; that 
the powers thus conferred upon the National Govern- 
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ment are nut dormant, but have been assumed and put 
into practical exercise by the legislation of Congress ; 
that in the exercise of these powers it is competent for 
the nation to remove all obstructions upon highways, 
natural or artificial, to the passage of interstate com- 
merce or the carrying of the mail; that while it may 
be competent for the Government (through the 
executive branch and in the use of the entire executive 
power of the nation) to foreibly remove all such ob- 
structions, it is equally within its competency to ap- 
peal to the civil courts for an inquiry and determina- 
tion as to the existence and character of any alleged 
obstructions, and if such are found to exist or threat- 
ened to occur, to invoke the powers of those courts to 
remove or restrain such obstructions; that the juris- 
diction of the courts to interfere in such matters by 
injunction is one recognized from ancient times and 
by indubitable authority; that such jurisdiction is 
not ousted by the fact that the obstructions are accom- 
panied by or consist of acts in themselves violations 
of criminal law; that the proceeding by injunction is 
of a civil character and may be enforced by proceed- 
ings in contempt; that such proceedings are not in 
execution of the criminal laws of the land; that the 
penalty for a violation of injunction is no substitu- 
tion for and no defense to a prosecution for any crimi- 
nal offenses committed in the course of such violation ; 
that the complaint filed in the case clearly showed an 
existing obstruction of artificial highways for the pas- 
sage of interstate commerce and the transmission of 
mail—an obstruction not only temporarily existing, 
but threatening to continue; that under such com- 
plaint the Cireuit Court had power to issue its process 
of injunction; that it having been issued and served 
on the defendants, the Circuit Court has authority to 
inquire whether its orders had been disobeyed, and 
when it found that they had been,’ then to proceed 
under Section 725 Revised Statutes, which grants 
power to punish by fine or imprisonment disobedi- 
ence by any party or other persons to any lawful writ, 
process, order, rule, decree, or command, and to enter 
the order of punishment complained of; and finally 
that the Cireuit Court having full jurisdiction in the 
premises, its finding of disobedience is not open to re- 
view on habeas corpus in this or any other court.’’ 

Sustaining this finding the Court cites Ex-Parte 
Watkins, 3 Pet. 193; Ex-Parte Yarbrough, 110 U. S. 
651; Ex-Parte Terry, 128 U. 8. 289, 305; In Re Swan, 
150 U. S. 637; United States vs. Pridgeon, 153 U. 
S. 48. 

This opinion is unanimous, and embraces some of 
the best settled and most salutory principles of law. 

In the citing of this and the Colorado case it is not 
the wish to be understood as giving, by expression or 
implication, aay views on the much-mooted question of 
labor and capitaj, Crusoe and his man Friday go fish- 
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ing. One furnishes the boat and the net and the other 
the labor. How to equitably divide the fish it is not 
now attempted to answer, nor was it in any manner be- 
fore the court in the ease of In Re Moyer or In Re 
Debs. 

Following the determination of the Debs case, which 
the Supreme Court sustained in the manner stated, a 
wave of disapprobation swept over the country. Not 
all, but hundreds of thousands, contributed to its force. 
Had the criticism been directed, as it was on the part 
of some, alone to the interpretation of the law, or had 
it generally, as it did in some quarters, consisted of 
a demand for legislative or constitutional revision, the 
movement would have furnished a far less apprehen- 
sive example. The courts are human and should be 
freely criticised for errors in legal and equitable in- 
terpretation and for abuse of judicial discretion. But 
the ery was, in many quarters, against the integrity 
of the courts, and for what? For again following the 
United States Supreme Court in the way cut out in 
principle by Chief Justice Marshall a hundred years 
ago, and ever afterwards sustained and never by that 
court disputed; for sustaining the underlying law of 
the right of injunetion, patently one of the mast im- 
portant and best grounded of our legal rights; the 
prineiple of law that seeks the prevention of injury; 
the principle that perhaps more than any other of our 
jurisprudence is in harmony with modern scientific 
thought, both in the field of criminology and of medi- 
cine. No greater menace could come to American lib- 
erties and rights than for a court of last resort to 
overturn the prineiples here sustained. And yet the 
court was censured. In this case the parties concerned 
happened to be officers in a strong labor organization. 
But nothing could subject us to a greater danger than 
to have our courts take any cognizance whatever of 
the class or interest of the litigant when passing on 
a question of legal interpretation. Sometimes we may 
need temporary protection against ourselves. At least 
it is safer for the courts to interpret the law than for 
the people. 

But the most striking case lies still further back in 
our history. Early in the last century Aaron Burr, 
out of disappointed ambition, conceived a plan of a 
Western empire separate from the United States, and 
in furtherance of the scheme assembled a body of men 
on Blennerhasset Island. He was brought to trial on 
an indictment which charged him with levying war 
against the United States. The taking of testimony 
continued for nearly half a year. The country was 
much aroused. While there were partisans of Burr 
who desired his acquittal, there was a strong popular 
demand for his conviction. Of his real culpability and 
traitorous intent and conduct few had any doubt. 
Then, to add to the feeling against him, Burr was 
still red-handed from the shooting of Alexander Ham- 
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ilton. It may be said, too, that Hamilton had been 
the bosom friend of Chief Justice Marshall, who pre- 
sided at the trial. On the trial the evidence clearly 
showed that Burr was not on Blennerhasset Island, 
was not in Woods County when the men gathered who, 
it was alleged and well proven by other well-related 
facts, were associated with him in levying war. The 
constitutional provision being that ‘‘no person shall 
be convicted of treason unless on the testimony of 
two witnesses to the same overt act or on confession in 
open court,’’ the defense moved to exclude the testi- 
mony tending to show his guilt as irrelevant. Chief 
Justice Marshall, well knowing the furor of criticism 
his holding would bring down upon him, said: ‘* That 
this court does not usurp power is true; that this 
court does not shrink from its duty is not less true. 
No man is desirous of becoming the subject of 
public calumny. No man might let the bitter cup pass 
from him without self-reproach ; he would drain it to 
the bottom. But if he have no choice in the ease, if there 
be no alternative presented to him but a dereliction 
of duty or the opprobrium of those who are denomi- 
nated the world, he merits the contempt as well as 
the indignation of his country who ean hesitate which 
to embrace.’’ He held, to sustain the allegations of the 
indictment the overt act must be established, not by 
circumstances, but by the testimony of two witnesses 
to the overt act, and there was not even one such wit- 
ness. The evidence was excluded 4s irrelevant and 
Burr was found not guilty of treason. A day or two 
after Burr, Blennerhasset, his principal associate, 
Luther Martin, and Chief Justice Marshall were 
burned in effigy on Gallows Hill, in the city of Bal- 
timore, by a meeting called by the circulation of a 
handbill headed in big caps ‘‘ AWFUL!’’ and the text 
of that handbill, so far as it refers to Marshall, is a 
matter of some interest, showing the contempt in which 
the greatest of American jurists was then held for that 
one decision, the accuracy of which no one now gain- 
says. It reads as follows: ‘‘The public are hereby 
notified that four choice spirits are this afternoon, at 
three o’clock, to be MARSHALLED for execution by 
the hangman at Gallows Hill, in consequence of the 
sentence against them by the unanimous voice of every 
honest man in the community. The respective crimes 
for which they suffer are thus stated in the record: 
Chief Justice M , for repeating his x y z tricks, 
which are said to have been much aggravated by his 
strange capers in open court under pleas of irrele- 
vaney.’’ 

Marshall stood for and by the principle for which he 
is memorable for having most clearly announced, that 
law is supreme. A Supreme Court of less judicial 
firmness and fearlessness might easily have caused the 
wreck of the republic in the years of its infancy. 

In none of the instances named did the court shrink 





from its duty because of the popular ery, but this does 
not argue away the necessity of watchfulness and care. 

In these days, working as we are down among the 
foundations of a new jurisprudence, we should stay 
close to fundamental principles that have been well 
tried, and render to our courts all the support in our 
power for upholding such principles. The best pro- 
tection possible is a sentiment well grounded, and per- 
meating our Commonwealth, for the accurate inter- 
pretation of law without regard to results, not expect- 
ing the courts to legislate or to execute. It may well 
be said that most cases wherein the courts have been 
criticised have been where the court was urged to 
encroach upon the legislative or the executive for the 
purposes of expediency and has refused to do so, 
rather than for any encroachments of the courts upon 
the other departments of Government. I do not think 
that the signs of the times indicate any disposition 
upon the part of the judiciary to usurp power. On 
the contrary, if there is any tendency in this respect, 
it would seem to be for the other departments of Gov- 
ernment to crowd into the field of the judiciary. But 
we should, by proper constitutional provision or legis- 
lation and of proper court decision, protect against 
all usurpation. I do not suggest anything new. The 
rules are already well enough settled if we will but 
follow them. In fact, it may not be wise for our State 
to attempt at this time many new or untried or un- 
proven theories. Possibly we might take out a few 
patents on improvements, but it will not be best to 
try to invent an entirely new machine. Let us lay in a 
good supply of fuel for necessary domestic purposes 
before we spend our money for fireworks. We expect 
to be a bright star, but it is not necessary that we put 
all the others to shame with our brightness the first 
night we are hung in the sky. 

The process of governmental evolution is slow. On 
January 14, 1639, the freemen of three Connecticut 
towns assembled at Hartford and adopted a written 
Constitution—the first written Constitution known in 
history—and this document contained an utterance of 
truth taught by the great preacher Thomas Hooker, 
who then said: ‘‘The foundation of authority is laid 
in the free consent of the people.’’ 

In the world’s last written Constitution, the one Ok- 
lahoma is now writing, and in the beginnings of our 
jurisprudence we cannot do much better than to re- 
iterate this general proposition and the logical corol- 
laries thereunto belonging, and provide wisely for its 
and their perpetual establishment. We must first hold 
the ground the other States have gained. It may be 
that theory of free government has not yet been fully 
expounded, but the advance must be made slowly, 
guarding each step of the way by a judiciary free in 
its own field, but well and securely entrenched behind 
constitutional and statutory law, good usages and 
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popular will. Neither the other departments can so 
effectually protect person and property as the judi- 
ciary from waves of half truths and ‘‘vague ideas’’ 
which, it may be, will at times menace the best of free 
popular governments. 

Although perhaps speaking in platitudes, it may 
be well to say that our State judiciary should be rock- 
ribbed, iron-bound, and cement-bedded in sound doc- 


trine, meteing out justice according to well-established 
principles of law and equity and invoking upon its 
deliberations the presence of such stern, inflexible 
spirits as dwelt within Chief Justice Marshall, acting 
with clear, incisive and direct mind, considering 
neither the majority nor the minority of public sen- 
timent and fearing nothing but judicial error. 


A Comparison Between English and American 
Appellate Courts 


By Tsomas H. Harpcast.e. 


Very recently public attention has been directed to 
the contrast between the English and American courts 
respecting their procedure by writ of error or appeal 
in reviewing the judgments of inferior tribunals. Gen- 
erally such comparison has been decidedly unfavorable 
to the American system, so that it is proposed as a 
matter of interest, as well as of native pride, to ex- 
amine into what the facts are as to the advantages of 
one over the other, particularly as to the promptitude 
of decisions; and having ascertained the facts, to in- 
quire into the reasons for their existence. 

The present English courts and practice are created 
by the statute approved August 5, 1873, known as the 
‘‘Supreme Court of Judicature Act.’’ The first part 
of its title has a familiar look—‘‘ An Act for the Con- 
stitution of a Supreme Court, and for other purposes 
relating to better Administration of Justice in En- 
gland.’’ In its various sections and in a schedule an- 
nexed, relating to rules of procedure, this statute, in 
addition to devising a complete yet simple system of 
courts, at one effort made more advance and reform 
in the art and mode of pleading than has been reached 
in all our codes. 

Under that system the ordinary trial courts, gener- 
ally known as ‘‘ County Courts,’’ together with others 
under much more ancient names, continue as formerly. 
From their decisions appeals are taken to the High 
Court of Justice, classified in three divisions—Chan- 
cery, King’s Bench, and Probate, Divorce and Ad- 
miralty. The first appeal is to the Divisional Court, 
where generally it is heard by three judges. From the 
Divisional Court an appeal may be taken to the Court 
of Appeal, composed of five judges. And from the 
Court of Appeal, as Mr. Odgers quaintly puts it, 
‘‘there is, for those who can afford the luxury, an ap- 
peal to the House of Lords.’’ And in certain cases, 
chiefly relating to colonial appeals, the last resort is 
to the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, an 
advisory body. To an American the most striking 
difference being that counsel, in arguing before the 
House of Lords, do not enter into that sacred cham- 


ber, but speak to their Lordships through an arch- 
way or door. While before the Privy Council barris- 
ters can stand in the same room and speak to the 
committee face to face. 

Speaking generally, it is possible for a case to be 
heard and decided four times in England—in the 
County Court, in the Divisional Court, in the Court 
of Appeal, and in the House of Lords. 

In criminal eases, on questions of law only, specially 
noted by the trial judge, one appeal by the accused 
alone, and one only, is allowed to a special division 
of the King’s Bench, known as Crown Cases Reserved, 
usually presided over by the Chief Justice. As things 
now are this decision is final, and the Home Secretary 
or other proper officer of the Crown is the dispenser of 
executive clemency as the last resource. 

It is interesting to note the small number of these 
Crown Cases Reserved, once a constituent series of the 
official reports, and now not amounting to over six 
cases in each volume of the King’s Bench, or not so 
much as 3 per cent of the whole number. 

The speed with which these criminal cases are heard 
and decided is astonishing. A crime was committed 
the last of December, 1904, the prisoner indicted Janu- 
ary 2d, tried and convicted a few days later. A cer- 
tificate obtained from the trial judge as to a certain 
question of law under his ruling on the materiality 
of evidence ; an appeal taken and perfected, and finally 
heard and determined on February 20, 1905. The 
crime, the conviction, and the decision by the highest 
court possible, all in less than sixty days.’ 

Admirable as this seems, in England there is a 
strong public sentiment in favor of allowing greater 
opportunities for review to the aceused. What is called 
the Criminal Appeal Bill is now pending before Par- 
liament, and has been amended so as to give an ap- 
peal, as of right, on points of law only, while on ques- 
tions of fact leave is necessary. It is currently re- 
ported that with this amendment it is sure to become 
a law. 


1King vs. Osborne [1905], 1 K. B. 561. 
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As an example of the celerity with which great 
civil cases of the highest public importance and in- 
volving legal questions at once difficult and novel, take 
The London Street Tramways Co. vs. The London 
County Council, a proceeding very much like what is 
proposed to be done in many American cities, by way 
of valuing and condemning certain public utilities 
for their purchase and ownership by the municipality. 
The first decision in the Divisional Court was made 
January 22, 1894; in the Court of Appeal it was 
argued March 12th and decided April 12, 1894; in the 
House of Lords it was argued four days, June 12th to 
15th, and finally decided July 30, 1894, only six 
months and eight days after the first decision. 

It is fair to say that a case can be tried and decided 
in the County Court, re-examined in the Divisional 
Court, and determined in the Court of Appeal within 
eleven months from the trial judgment. This appears 
to be within the average limits of time. 

Looking at our federal courts, there seems no room 
for fault-finding. Usually a case can be heard and 
decided on appeal in any circuit well within a year 
after the trial judgment. And some eases have been 
tried, appealed and decided by the C. C. A. within 
seven months. Probably the common interval between 
a final judgment and a decision on appeal by the 
United State Supreme Court is about eighteen months. 
It seems that a case can be tried in the Cireuit Court, 
appealed to the C. C. A., and finally heard in the 
Supreme Court and there decided in about three years 
and six months.” 

And it is opportune to remark that once docketed 
in the Supreme Court of the United States, it is en- 
tirely possible for a case to grow gray with age with- 
out having its lusty inerease in record and costs cur- 
tailed or interfered with. I doubt if any man now 
living can tell with certainty when the case of Kansas 
vs. Colorado will be ready for final hearing. 

It must be remembered also that for some of the 
delays the courts are in no wise responsible. Thus in 
Harrison vs. Northern Securities Co.* the bill for 
an injunction was filed April 20, 1904; but a first and 
a second amended bill were afterwards filed, and the 
order for an injunction was not signed till August 
18th. The appeal to the C. C. A. was decided January 
3, 1905; application for certiorari in the Supreme 
Court was granted January 30, 1905; the case was 
advanced and argued March 1 and 2, and decisions 
given March 6, 1905. 

So in Western Union Teleg. Co. vs. Penna. R. 
Co. the decision by the Cireuit Court was Janu- 
ary 14, 1903; by the C. C. A. May 19; and by the Su- 


211894] I App. Cas. 489; [1894] 2 Q. B. 189. 
3Nat. Bank vs. Whitman, 76 Fed. 697; 83 Fed. 288; 176 


‘U. S. 559; Fayerweather vs. Ritch, 103 Fed. 548; 118 Fed. 943; 


195 U. S. 276. 
#197 U. S. 244. 
6195 U. S. 594. 


preme Court December 12, 1904; less than eleven 
months from the lowest court to the highest. 

In our various State Supreme Courts the situation 
is far worse. Notably so in Colorado. At present, in 
divisions, there is an accumulation of at least. 900 
cases waiting to be heard and decided. During the 
past year the court decided some 400 hundred cases 
and also disposed of about 50 other cases by some short 
order or memorandum. For years past the ordinary 
average was for the Colorado Court of Appeals and 
the Supreme Court, prior to April, 1905, to decide 
some 150 cases in each court per annum. So that the 
court, as at present constituted, has decided in the 
last year at least 100 cases above it former average. 

For many years it has been generally found that 
at least three and one-half years was necessary between 
the trial and the final decision on appeal. Perhaps 
the case of Best vs. Rocky Mt. Bank, decided May 7, 
1906,° is a fair representative. That ease was begun 
on a promissory not due in June, 1899. It was first 
docketed in the Supreme Court on appeal January 14, 
1903; then the appeal was abandoned and the case 
re-docketed on writ of error July 6, 1903—a total 
period of three years and five months between the 
commencement of the appeal and the final decision; 
but six months of this time was lost through no fault 
of the court; and in additicn, some little time was 
lost in fixing the date of oral argument so as to be 
convenient for all the counsel and the court. 

At the same day the case of Burkhart:vs. Meiberg 
was decided after an interval of two years and five 
our Supreme Court, with seven judges, sitting in three 
months, probably about the shortest time now to be 
expected. Though by continuing with the same aver- 
age as last year, the court will gradually reduce and 
clear its docket. To do this in any reasonable short 
time is manifestly impossible, as the new cases, some 
300 per annum, are practically constant in number 
and tend to increase rather than to diminish. So that 
in our actual present condition, in many cases, if not 
in most, there is practically a denial of justice, an en- 
tire failure of any legal remedy, simply by reason of 
long delay. 

Another remarkable contrast is between the large 
number of reversals in our own courts and their few- 
ness in England. There the presumption seems to 
obtain that the lower court was right and the trial 
judgment ought to be sustained. In England a re- 
versal is remarkable, and when it occurs is almost 
always upon a novel and undecided question. This 
would appear to be the necessary consequence of their 
system of judicial appointments and of the uniform 
excellence of their nisi prius bench; while with us it is 
generally to be found that the reversals equal if they 
do not exceed the affirmances. 
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In the English decisions a reference to the 
pleadings is scarcely ever to be found, and such few 
as there are occur in Chancery eases, where a plea 
or demurrer brings up the points of law at issue. This 
is the result not only of their simplified pleading, so 
that since 1893, by indorsement on the writ the plain- 
tiff can give notice that the case will be tried without 
pleadings, but also because of a trained and accom- 
plished Bar and Bench. Consequently no time is lost 
in preliminary motions or by amendments. 

Then, too, by Section 58 of the Rules of Procedure 
one of the most frequent temptations to appeal for 
delay is entirely removed, as follows: ‘‘An appeal 
shall not operate as a stay of execution or of proceed- 
ings under the decision appealed from, except so far 
as the court appealed from, or any judge thereof, or 
the Court of Appeal, may so order; and no inter- 
mediate act or proceedings shall be invalidated, except 
so far as the court apnealed from may direct.”’ 

In the re-examination of questions of fact all pre- 
sumptions are in favor of the verdict of the jury. As 
said by Lord Halsbury: ‘‘If reasonable men might 
find the verdict which has been found, | think no 
court has jurisdiction to disturb a decision of fact.’” 
This is the test in England, and not, as sometimes 
with us, whether the jury have been ‘‘perverse’’ or 
‘‘unreasonable,’’ or wehther they ought to have 
found another verdict. 

And to reverse on the law it must be a point of 
law which was raised on the trial below. If either 
party at the trial elects to fight one question only, 
on which he is beaten, he cannot afterwards, on appeal, 
raise another question, although that question was at 
evidence.” : 

In England the trial judges with labor and pains 
continue to follow and note down the testimony be- 
fore them. These judges’ notes are decisive as to the 
evidence taken in the court below; but either party 
may read a shorthand writer’s notes to supplement, 
though not to overrule, the judge’s note. The judge’s 
notes will be taken by the Court of Appeal to repre- 
sent rightly the whole effect.’ 

Perhaps by reason of their constitution and of the 
nature of the cases heard by them the House of Lords 
and the Privy Council may not be accurately consid- 
ered as courts for the purposes of this comparison. 
At any rate, the number of cases decided by them is 
small—only 72 for the year 1905. Leaving out the 
Appeals Cases entirely in the year 1905 the Appellate 
Courts of England decided in the three divisions, 
Chancery, King’s Bench, and Probate, Divorce and 
Admiralty, 550 cases. In the same length of time the 
United States Supreme Court, with 9 judges, decided 





'Metro. Ry Co. vs. Wright, 11 App. Cas. 152. 
* Browne vs. Dunn, 6 R, 67, H. L. Eng. 
*Lamming vs. Gee, 41 L. T. 744. 


about 450 cases, and our Colorado Supreme Court dis- 
posed of the same number. 

But in the English courts the total number of 
Judges was 31, including the Lord Chancellor, the 
Chief Justice, and the Master of the Rolls. And of 
these 31 not one receives a less salary than £5,000; 
so that neither in number nor. in expense can the 
American judiciary be compared with the English. 

It may be that the English are not so prone fo liti- 
gation as ourselves, but if such be the case there is no 
explanation for it; and yet it is true that the number 
of their lawsuits, and especially the number of their 
appeals, are decidedly less than those in any single 
one of our larger States. Perhaps this may be one 
adequate reason for the better working of their ap- 
pellate system. 

Another reason, and a strong one, is in the fact that 
the English Appellate Courts exercise no original 


jurisdiction. Election cases and political controversies 
reach them only after their true inwardness has been 
sifted out and discovered by painstaking judicial trial; 
saving time, and in such presentation of the case en- 
forcing upon the public as well as upon the members 
of the court the necessary rule that before a Court 


of Appeal even the bitterest partisans can come no 
otherwise than as ordinary litigants. It does not ap- 
pear that any provision is made for the hastening or 
retarding the hearing of any case, but that all of them, 
large or small, public or private, are disposed of in 
their order. 

The opinions are generally spoken from the bench 
and are models of clearness and brevity. Usually each 
justice has some reasons of his own to give, and the 
various standpoints assure a completeness and a final- 
ity in the decision worthy of being more generally fol- 
lowed. 

Admitting the superiority of the English courts in 
their celerity of decision, we find the reason therefor 
in general in the following: 

(a.) Fewer number of cases appealed. 

(6.) Larger number of judges. 

(c.) Very much larger judicial salaries. 

(d.) A simplified andsettled course of pleading and 
practice. 

(e.) No eriminal appeals. 

(f.) No original jurisdiction in Appellate Courts. 


(g.) The universal high standard of training and 
learning among the English Bar and Bench. 


When we would venture to suggest any scheme for 
the relief and quickening of our Colorado court we 
tread upon delicate ground, Probably it is wiser and 
more becoming that the wishes and plans of the court 
should be heard before we presume to intrude upon 
their labors. But it is not too much to say that the 
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members of that court, individually and collectively, 
are determined that so far as their powers go, the 
present condition of their docket shall not continue 
one moment longer than is absolutely necessary, and 
that day by day their best endeavors are being given 
to its improvement. 

Possibly a rule of practice would get rid of, most 
of the appeals taken for delay only, in line with Rule 
6 of the Supreme Court of the United States, origi- 
nally promulgated at the December Term, 1867, when 
the burdened condition of that docket was far worse 
than that now existing in the Colorado Supreme 
Court. 

Pursuant to that rule a motion to dismiss the appeal 


or to affirm the judgment below can be made as soon 
as the record is filed and printed. Under the practice 


of that court this rule has worked well, and has as- 


sisted toward the relief of the court and the speedier 
hearing of meritorious appeals. Its adoption and ap- 
plication here can safely be left to the discretion of 
the justices of our State court. 

Remembering our past experiences, it will be wiser, 
and assuredly more professional, to expect our relief 
from our courts and to continue our faith in their 
intentions and endeavors, rather than to rely upon 
changes by legislation or still more doubtful constitu- 
tional amendments. 


Fraudulent Dates in Typewritten Documents 


By ALBert S. OSBORN. 


‘Reprinted from The Typewriter and Phonographic World. 


A fraudulent document is usually dated back to 
some selected time when certain circumstances or 
occurrences tend to confirm the fraud. Such docu- 
ments may actually bear a date twenty years or more 
before the date when they were actually written, and 
if it ean be shown that the paper could not have been 
written on the date it bears, the forgery is proved. 

The typewriting of a document of this class is often 
the direct means by which its true character may be 
shown. This is important for the reason that, in the 
opinion of many, the typewriter seems to lend itself 
to such a scheme of fraud. It is assumed that by this 
means safety is assured, and, unfortunately, many 
forged papers undoubtedly do escape detection be- 
cause of the common misapprehension on this subject. 
Many who are interested in typewriting dated back 
before typewriters came into use must necessarily be 
fraudulent, and in the same way it is equally true 
that a typewritten document of a comparatively recent 
date may not be genuine. If typewriting written on 
a certain kind of machine shows conditions that could 
not have been produced on that machine on the date 
of the document, then the paper simply could not have 
been written at the time it purports to have been 
written. The mere length of a typewritten line 
may show that a writing could not have been done at 
a certain time. Again, it may be proved or admitted 
that a paper was written on a certain particular ma- 
chine and the typewriting may show individual char- 
acteristics, defects and conditions that did not develop 
in that machine until long after the date of the docu- 
ment in question. It is not often necessary or possible 
to show by the typewriting itself and that alone ex- 
actly when a paper was written, but it may be pos- 


sible to show that it could not possibly have been 
written until after a certain definite date. 

Unlike machines of a different character, a typewriter 
by specimens of its work makes a definite continuous 
record of its own history, and to read such history it 
is simply necessary to have a sufficient amount of 
the continuous writing of the machine. The active 
life of a typewriter ranges, perhaps, from five to 
twenty years, and during this period its work grad- 
ually deteriorates from. the condition which satisfied 





Fig. 9.—Natural size illustrations of the same 
originals shown in the enlarged cuts, showing the 
importance of photography in typewriting cases. 


the inspectors at the factory down to such inferior 
work that the machine is disearded.. It is easy to 
understand how a document written on a certain 
machine and dated back perhaps five or ten years 
would not match the condition of the machine at 
such fraudulent date. The faces of certain letters 
inevitably become broken, worn or battered, and with 
continuous work of the machine at hand for compar- 
ison it can be shown with absolute certainty when 
certain accidents occurred and certain defects ap- 
(Continued on page 289.) 
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Critical Comment 


EPIGRAMMATIC. 

Mr. Delmas seems to confound Americana dementia 
with Pacificoastum delirium.—Altlanta Journal. 

Standard Oil has 1,463 indictments, but the public 
will have to pay the fines—Atlanta Journal. 

Peace has been declared in Central America, subject 
to such modifications as the necessity of holding elec- 
tions suggests.—Detroit Free Press. 

One difficulty with Mr. Bryan is that he insists on 
taking seriously subjects which have hitherto been 
regarded as belonging exclusively to the domain of 
magazine articles—Washington Star. 





DEALING IN FUTURES. 
Judge Dupuy, of the Superior Court of Chicago, in 
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a decision as yet unreported (Waldo H. Johnson vs. 
Milmine, Bodman & Co.), has upheld a transaction 
entailing the purchase of grain or other commodities 
for future delivery, taking the view that there is no 
presumption that the contract was a gambling one. 
To bring about such a result it must be clearly proved, 
so the Court holds, that there was no intention to 
make deliveries. The extent to which the case has 
gone may be realized from the reported fact that it 
was shown that both parties had agreed to settle on a 
mere scale of differences in the market price. 





FOUR NEW INDICTMENTS. 

Under the Elkins Anti-Rebating Act indictinents have 
been handed down against the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific, the Ontario & Western, the Chicago, Milwau- 
kee & St. Paul, and the Western Transit Company. 
While their contents have not as yet been made 
known, it is understood that the charges have grown 
out of the relation of the defendants with the Ameri- 
can Sugar Refining Company. It will be remembered 
that the New York Central has already paid fines 
amounting to some $300,000 for rebating to the Sugar 
Trust, and the latter has also been muleted. 





THE FUTURE OF YALE MEN. 

The popularity of the law as a profession is shown 
by statisties prepared by Professor Bailey, of Yale. 
From 1897 to 1902, of 2,243 graduates the law has 
claimed a percentage of 29.4. Finance, the next in 
the list, claims but 13.4, and education 10.6. Medi- 
cine appears to be proving decidedly unattractive, for 
the percentage of doctors is but 8.4, only slightly ex- 
ceeding the ministry. 





OUR HARVARD ATTORNEY-GENERAL 

Mr. Bonaparte is a very-much-worried man these 
days if the newspapers are to be believed. It is said 
that frequent absences from his office and general lack 
of strenuosity are proving decidedly distasteful to the 
President. Unsigned papers are reported to be piling 
up at a great rate. 

An instance of the treatment which matters of im- 
portance encounter is the ease of January. January 
escaped from prison a number of years ago, and, like 
Jean Valjean, became a good citizen. A short time 
ago he was recognized by an ex-convict and rearrested. 
The entire State of Missouri has practically united 
in a petition for a pardon, but unfortunately Mr. 
Bonaparte recommended otherwise. The President, 
however, insisted that January be pardoned and re- 
turned the papers to the office of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, who was forced to make out a new set of recom- 
mendations. A compromise was finally reached by 
which January’s sentence was commuted to three 
months’ imprisonment. No special reason seems to 
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have been assigned why the three months’ qualifica- 
tion should have been added, for if the object of 
punishment is the reformation of the particular crimi- 
nal and the deterring of others, certainly these ob- 
jects have already been fulfilled. 

MAJORITY RULE. 

The expected crop of legislative bills has followed 
the Thaw trial in New York. One of them, introduced 
in the Assembly, proposes an amendment to the Code 
of Civil Procedure that ‘* hereafter, in the trial of any 
civil action, the decision of three-quarters of the mem- 
bers of the jury thereof shall be as valid and legal 
a verdict in every respect as a unanimous concurrence 
of the jury.’’ The usual argument is adduced, viz., 
that it will simplify trials by rendering it no longer 
possible for one obstinate juror to block a verdict. 
This bill has been read once and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Codes, where it will probably die a painless 
death. 





HUMMEL’S CONVICTION UPHELD. 

Another setback has just been encountered by Abe 
Hummel (no longer ‘‘ Esquire’’) in his effort to eseape 
liability for whatever participation he may have had 
in the Dodge-Morse divorce conspiracy. The Appel- 
late Division of the New York Supreme Court has 
handed down a unanimous decision confirming the 
sentence of one year’s imprisonment and $500 fine. 
The opinion, written by Justice Ingraham, disposes 
of some very pretty questions of ethics. The Court 
of Appeals having refused to grant a certificate of 
reasonable doubt, it looks at the time this is written 
as though Hummel’s election to the Blackwell’s Island 
Bar Association is assured. 





THE KANSAS-COLORADO CASE. 

It is unfortunate that the United States Supreme 
Court has seen fit to dodge several of the important 
questions raised in the Arkansas River case. To be- 
gin with, Kansas sued Colorado to recover damages 
for stealing water for irrigation purposes. Colorado 
in defense claimed ownership of the river, and as far 
as these parties were concerned no decision was ren- 
dered, the case having been dismissed for lack of 
proof of damage, with permission to again bring suit 
if such proof can be produced. 

Another point evaded by the Court arose out of the 
intervention by the United States, which asked for a 
ruling that the waters of an interstate river belong 
to all the people of the valley, and this aside from 
any question of riparian ownership or State lines. 





EDALJI PARDONED. 
The case of George Edalji, the English solicitor, 
still remains unsettled. It will be remembered that 


Edalji was convicted and sentenced to seven years’ 
penal servitude for mutilating cattle. The personal 
efforts of Sir Arthur Conan Doyle, the creator of 
Sherlock Holmes, in favor of the aceused has made 
the case a famous one, and an analysis of the facts 
strongly points to the innocence of the defendant. Not 
the weakest argument to be considered is that during 
the least argument to be considered is that during 
the very time while Edalji was in jail the same prac- 
tices for which he was convicted continued. In ful- 
minating against our own slow criminal procedure 
we occasionally overlook the errors committed in Eng- 
land due to hasty methods. This seems to be one of 
them. It is true the Home Secretary, Herbert J. 
Gladstone, has announced that he has decided to 
advise the King to grant a free pardon, but this is 
to be done as an act of clemency and not given as 
due to one who is innocent. In other words, it is the 
usual verdict of ‘‘not proven,’’ behind which the 
Home Office is accustomed to seek shelter. 





THE ILLINOIS BAR ASSOCIATION. 

The next meeting of the IllinoisState Bar Association 
will be held at Galesburg, IL, on July 11th and 12th. 
The Executive Committee has secured Hon. Edward 
Morse Shepard, the distinguished lawyer of New York 
City, to deliver the annual address. Mr. Shepard was 
Democratic candidate for Mayor of Greater New York 
in 1901 against Seth Low, and later made a strong 
fight for the governorship. He is a director in numer- 
ous railways ond other corporations ; Chairman of the 
Board of Trustees College City of New York; Trustee 
Packer Collegiate Institute; author of ‘‘Martin Van 
Buren’’ (in American Statesmen Series), ‘‘ Memoirs 
of Dugdale,’’ and many review, magazine, and other 
articles and addresses on political, industrial, and 
educational topies. He was the principal counsel for 
the defense of Hapgood, editor of Collier’s Weekly, . 
in the celebrated Mann libel prosecution, and was at 
one time principal counsel for the Subway Commis- 
sion of New York. 

The subject for discussion will be ‘‘ Railroad Rate 
Regulation,’’ and Mr. James H. Wilkerson, of Chi- 
cago, will lead for the affirmative. 

Some of the other subjects on the program are 
as follows: ‘‘The Municipal Court of Chicago,’’ Hon. 
Harry Olson, Chief Justice; ‘‘The Pure Food Law,’’ 
Hon. A. H. Jones, Pure Food Commissioner; and ‘‘A 
Graduated Inheritance Tax,’’ by Hon. Carl E. Epler, 
of Quincy, TI. 

There will be reports of committees on Law Reform, 
Grievances, Legal Education, Uniform Laws and 
Negotiable Instruments Law, Judicial Administration, 
Legal History and Biography, Law Reform and the 
Practice Act, and other matters of interest to the 
members of the association. 
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Status of Foreign Corporations 


A five-to-four decision has been recently handed 
down by the Supreme Court of the United States 
which, although limited in its application to the stat- 
utes of Colorado, is likely to check discrimination 
against foreign corporations in other States. The point 
decided in this case was that the appellant, a New 
Jersey corporation, having been licensed as a foreign 
corporation in the State of Colorado, thereby became 
endowed with ail the rights, privileges and immuni- 
ties of a domestic corporation, and therefore was not 
subject to taxation at a greater rate than was imposed 
upon domestic corporations. The court held that a 
foreign corporation, by complying with the statutes 
of Colorado, obtained the right to enter and do busi- 
ness in the State on the same conditions as a domestic 
corporation, and that afterwards the Legislature could 
not impose a discriminatory tax without impairing 
the obligation of the contract between the corporation 
and the State. The logical effect of this decision would 


American Smelting & Refining Co. vs. People of the State 
of Colorado ex rel. Henry A. Lindsley, District Attorney of 
the Second Judicial District of the State of Colorado (27 
Sup. Ct. 198). Syllabus. 

A contract’ right to do business in the State during the 
eorporate lifetime of domestic corporations without being 
subject to any greater liabilities than then were or might 
be imposed upon domestic corporations was acquired by a 
foreign corporation by virtue of its admission into the State 
of Colorado with the right to do business therein under the 
then existing laws of that State, which, inter alia, subjected 
foreign corporations coming into the State to the Mabilities, 
restrictions, and duties which then were or might thereafter 
be imposed upon domestic corporations of like character, and 
such right was unconstitutionally impaired by Colorado act 
of March 22, 1902, Section 65, exacting from such corporation 
an annual tax or license fee in double the amount of that 
imposed by Section 64 upon domestic corporations. 

In error to the Supreme Court of the State of Colorado 
to review a judgment which affirmed a judgment of the 
District Court for the County of Denver, in the State, for- 
feiting the right of a foreign corporation to do business 
in the State until a certain tax shall be paid. Reversed and 
remanded for further proceedings. 


See same case below (Colo.), 82 Pac. 531. 
STATEMENT. 


The writ of error in this case brings up for review the 


seem to be to vest in all foreign corporations the right 
to eontinue doing business in any State in which 
they have been properly licensed so long as they com- 
ply with the provisions of the statutes with reference 
to domestic corporations. This decision has already 
been followed by the Supreme Court of South Caro- 
lina (British American Mortgage Co. vs. Jones, 56 S. 
E. Rep. 983), where in a case on all fours the court 
said: 


‘“Under the act of 1893, hereinbefore mentioned, 
the petitioner, upon being permitted to do business 
in this State, was subject only to such liabilities, re- 
strictions, and duties as were imposed on ‘natural- 
born citizens of the States of the United States;’ and 
as the citizens of this State engaged in business of 
like character with the petitioner were not required 
to pay a license fee, it could not be exacted of the 
petitioner.’’ 


We print below the Supreme Court case in full: 


judgment of the Supreme Court of Colorado, which affirmed 
the judgment of the trial court, forfeiting the right of the 
plaintiff in error, hereinafter called the corporation, to do 


business as a foreign corporation within the State until a 
certain tax therein adjudged to be due should be paid. 
The corporation refused to pay the tax, and thereupon, 
at the instance of the district attorney and the attorney- 
general of the State, a proceeding in the nature of quo 
werrento against the corporation was commenced for the 
purpose of obtaining a forfeiture of the franchise of the 
corporation for its failure to pay the “annual State corpora- 
tion license tax.” The defense set up that the tax was a 
violation of the Federal Constitution as impairing the obliga- 
tion of a contract and in other particulars named. Upon 
the trial the court found that there was due to the State 
of Colorado the sum of $4,000, being the amount of the 
annual tax due by reason of the statute, which was held 
valid. A decree was thereupon entered, forfeiting the right 
of the corporation to do business within the limits of the 
State of Colorado until the tax was paid, and it was 
“absolutely and wholly deprived of all rights and privileges 
within the State of Colorado until such tax is paid.” Upon 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the State this judgment 
was affirmed, and the corporation then sued out this writ 
of error. 
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The corporation was incorporated April 4, 1899, in New 
Jersey, and it is permitted by its articles of incorporation 
to do business in other States and to carry on a general ore 
reduction, milling, mining, and other business mentioned 
in such articles. On April 28, 1899, it duly made application 
to the proper State authorities of Colorado for permission 
to enter and transact business in that State under the laws 
thereof. At this time its capital stock was $65,000,000, 
divided into shares of the par value of $100 each. Subse- 
quently, and on April 8, 1901, its capital stock was increased 
to $100,000,000, and the certificate of such increase was 
duly filed in Colorado. Section 499 (Mills’ “Annotated 
Statutes of Colorado”), after making provision for the 
performance of certain conditions by a foreign corporation 
entering the State, continued: “And such corporation shall 
be subjectel to all the liabilities, restrictions, and duties 
which are or may be imposed upon such corporations of 
like character organized under the general laws of this 
State, and shall have no other or greater powers.” Section 
500 of the same statute provided that a foreign corporation 
must file in the office of the Secretary of State a copy of 
its charter, or, if incorporated under a general corporation 
law, a copy of such certificate of incorporation, and such 
general corporation law, duly certified. Section 1 of Chapter 
51 of the Sessions Laws of Colorado for 1897 provided 
that every foreign corporation should pay to the Secretary 
of State, for the use of the State, a fee of $10 if the capital 
stock did not exceed $50,000. If in excess of that sum the 
corporation was to pay “the further sum of 15 cents on each 
and every thousand dollars of such excess, and a like fee 
of 15 cents on each thousand of the amount of each subse- 
quent inerease of stock. The said fee shall be due and 
payable upon the filing of certifieate of incorporation, arti- 
cles of association, or charter of said incorporation, joint 
stock company, or association, in the office of the Secretary 
of State; and no such corporation, joint stock company, or 
association shall have or exercise any corporate powers or 
be permitted to do any business in this State until the said 
fee shall have been paid; and the Secretary of State shall 
not file any certificate of incorporation, articles of associa- 
tion, charter, or certificate of the increase of capital stock, 
or certify or give any certificate to any such corporation, 
joint stock company, or association, until said fee shall 
have been paid to him.” By Section 10 of Chapter 52 of 
the Session Laws of Colorado for 1901 it was provided 
that no foreign corporation could “exercise any corporate 
power or acquire or hold any real or personal property, 
franchises, rights, or privileges, or do any business or 
prosecute or defend in any suit, in this State, until it shall 
have received from the Secretary of this State a certificate 
setting forth that full payment has been made by such 
corporation, joint stock company, or association of all fees 
and taxes prescribed by law to be paid to the Secretary 
of State, and every such corporation, joint stock company, 
or association shall pay to the Secretary of State for each 
such certificate a fee of $5.” 

In accordance with the provisions of Section 1 of the Laws 
of 1897, above mentioned, the corporation paid, upon filing 
its certificate, April 28, 1899, to the Secretary of State, for 
the use of the State, $9,792.50 on its original capitalization ; 
and on May 17, 1901, the further sum of $5,250 upon its 
increase of capital stock to $100,000,000. Thereupon the 
Secretary of State issued a certificate, stating the filing 
of the proper papers with him, and further stating that 
“pursuant to the provisions of Section 1 of said act (1901) 
I hereby certify that the said company has made full pay- 
ment of all fees prescribed by law to be paid to the Secre- 


tary of State and due at the time of the issuing of this 
certificate, and is hereby authorized to exercise any corpo- 
rate powers provided for by law.” This was given under 
the hand and official seal of the Secretary of State, and 
was dated on the 21st day of May, 1901. There were at 
this time no other statutes providing for the payment of 
any charges, fees, or taxes for coming into and doing busi- 
ness in the State of Colorado. 

The corporation, upon entering the State in 1899 under 
its permission fo enter and transact business therein, imme- 
diately commenced to erect a plant for the purpose of 
carrying on its business as a corporation, and before the 
commencement of these proceedings it had invested for that 
purpose in the State sums amounting to more than 
$5,000,000. At the time the corporation was permitted to 
enter and carry on its business in the State the statute 
of Colorado provided that the term of life of corporations 
formed under the laws of that State should be twenty 
years. After the corporation had been doing business for 
some three years, and on March 22, 1902, the Legislature 
of Colorado passed an act in relation to taxes (Colo. Sess. 
Laws 1902, pp. 438, 160, ete.). 

Section 64 of that act provided that all domestic corpo- 
rations should thereafter and on or before the ist day of 
May of each year, or at the time of obtaining such charter 
or certificate of incorporation, pay “an annual State corpo- 
ration license tax,” to the Auditor of the State, of 2 cents 
upon each $1,000 of its capital stock. 

Section 65 provided that every fereign, corporation which 
had theretofore obtained “the right and privilege to trans- 
act and carry on business within the limits of the State 
of Colorado shall, in addition to the fees and taxes now 
provided for by law, and as a condition precedent to its 
right to do any business within the limits of this State, 
pay annually * * *” a State license tax of 4 cents upon 
each $1,000 of its capital stock. 

Section 66 provided that every corporation which should 
fail to pay the tax provided for in Sections 64 and 65 
(supra) should forfeit its right to do business within the 
State until the tax was paid and should be deprived of all 
rights and privileges, and the fact of such failure might be 
pleaded as an absolute defense to any and all actions, suits, 
or proceedings, in law or in equity, brought or maintained 
by or on behalf of such corporations, in any court of com- 
petent jurisdiction within the limits of the State, until such 
tax was paid. 

This corporation refused to pay, and the State, through 
its district attorney and attorney-general, commenced this 
suit for the purpose of forfeiting its right to remain in that 


State unless and until it paid the money under the statute 
of 1902. 


OPINION. 


PeckHaM, J. It is conceded that the corporation has paid 
all its indebtedness for taxes or otherwise to the State 
of Colorado, except the amount demanded under the above- 
mentioned law of 1902, and that it has obeyed all the laws 
of the State with that exception. It is urged, however, 
upon the part of the corporation, that by its admission into 
the State, with its right to do business therein by the pay- 
ment of the amount of money required for such purpose 
under the then existing law, a contract between the State 
and itself was thereby made that it should be permitted to 
remain therein during the term of life which the State by 
law allowed to corporations created by it (which was 
twenty years), without being again subjected to further 
exactions of money for what it had once paid for, viz., the 
right to remain and transact business in that State. Un- 
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doubtedly, if the corporation violated the laws of the State 
properly applicable to it, or if otherwise it gave just cause 
for its expulsion, it could not insist upon such a contract 
as a defense. 

It is also conceded on behalf of the corporation that it is 
not entitled to any exemption from taxes which the State 
of Colorado can properly impose upon persons or corpora- 
tions within her borders. 

Having obtained permission to enter the State and do 
busiifess as above mentioned, the question, aside from that 
of the extent of the term, is whether any contract between 
the State and the corporation arose under these laws and 
the facts above mentioned. 

In 1899, when this (foreign) corporation applied for a 
permit to enter and do business in the State, the laws of 
Colorado only granted such application on the payment of 
a certain fee named in the statute of 1897, which was 
payable upon filing its certificate of incorporation in the 
oftice of the Secretary of State of Colorado, and until that 
payment was made and the certificate filed no such corpo- 
ration was permitted to have or exercise any corporate 
powers, nor was it permitted to do any business in the 


State. Section 30 of the act of 1901 provided that upon 
payment of all taxes, etec., due under the law, the Secretary 


of State was to issue a certificate acknowledging the fact, 
for which the corporation was to pay a stated fee; and until 
the certificate was received from the Secretary of State 
by the corporation it should not exercise any corporate 
powers or do any business in the State, as provided for 
by the act of 1897. 

The result of these statutes was that the foreign corpora- 
tion, upon filing the proper papers and paying the statutory 
fees and obtaining the certificate to that effect from the 
Secretary of State, obtained the right to enter and do 
business in Colorado. The act of 1901 did not increase the 
amount of the exaction for entering and doing business 
in the State, but simply provided for a certificate, acknowl- 
edging payment, from the Secretary, and it imposed the 
payment of a emall fee for such certificate. The right 
obtained was a right to enter the State and do business 
therein as a corporation. It was also subject by statute 
to the liabilities, restrictions, and duties which were or 
might thereafter be imposed upon domestic corporations of 
like character. Domestic corporations at that time had 
the right to a corporate existence of twenty years. 

These provisions of law, existing when the corporation 
applied for leave to enter the State, made the payment re- 
quired, and received its permit, amounted to a contract that 
the foreign corporation so permitted to come in the State 
and do business therein, while subjected to all, should not 
be subjected to any greater liabilities, restrictions, or duties 
than then were or thereafter might be imposed upon domes- 
tie corporations of like character. 

A provision in a statute of this nature subjecting a for- 
eign corporation to all the liabilities, etc., of a domestic 
one of like character must mean that it shall not be sub- 
jected to any greater liabilities than are imposed upon such 
domestic corporation. The power to impose different liabili- 
ties was with the State at the outset. It could make them 
greater or less than in case of a domestic corporation, or 
it could make them the same. Having the general power 
to do as it pleased, when it enacted that the foreign corpo- 
ration, upon coming in the State, should be subjected to all 
the liabilities of domestic corporations, it amounted to the 
same thing as if the statute had said the foreign corpora- 
tions should be subjected to the same liabilities. Im other 
words, the liabilities, restrictions, and duties imposed upon 


domestic corporations constitute the measure and limit of 
the liabilities, restrictions, and duties which might there- 
after be imposed upon the corporation thus admitted to do 
business in the State. It was not a mere license to come 
in the State and do business therein upon payment of a 
sum named, liable to be revoked or the sum increased at 
the pleasure of the State, without further limitation. It 
was a clear contract that the liabilities, etc., should be the 
sume as the domestic corporation, and the same treatment 
in that regard should be measured out to both. If it were 
desired to increase the liabilities of the foreign, it could 
vuly be done by increasing those of the domestic corpora- 
tion at the same time and to the same extent. 

Such being the contract, how long was it to last? Only 
until the State chose to alter it? Or was it to last for 
some definite time, capable of being ascertained from the 
terms of the statutes as they then existed? It seems to 
us that the only limitation imposed is the term for which 
the corporation would have the right to continue in the 
State as a corporation. One of the restrictions as to domestic 
corporations is that which limits their corporate life to 
twenty years, unless extended as provided by law. The 
same restriction applies to the foreign corporation (Iron 
Silver Min. Co. vs. Cowie, 31 Colo. 450, 72 Pac. 1067). Coun- 
sel tor the State concedes that the corporation was admitted 
for a period of twenty years, but subject to the power of 
the State to tax. During that time, therefore, the contract 
lasts. ‘This is the only legitimate, and we think it is the 
necessary, implication arising from the statute. 

This is not an exemption from taxation; it is simply a 
limitation of the power to tax beyond the rate of taxation 
imposed upon a domestic corporation. Instead of such a 
limitation the act of 1902, already referred to, imposes a 
tax or fee upon or exacts from the foreign corporation 
double the amount which is imposed upon or exacted from 
the domestic one. The latter is granted the right to con- 
tinue to do business upon the annual payment of 2 cents 
upon each $1,000 of its capital stock, while the former must 
pay 4 cents for the same right. This cannot be done while 
the right to remain exists. It is a violation of the obliga- 
tion of an existing valid contract (Home of the Friendless 
vs. Rouse, 8 Wall. 430, 19 L. ed. 495). 

Nor is this a case where the power given by the State 
Constitution to the General Assembly to alter, amend, or 
annul a charter is applicable. The act does not alter the 
charter or annul or amend it. It simply increases the 
taxation which, up to the time of its enactment, had been 
imposed on all foreign corporations doing business in the 
State. 

A discussion as to the name or nature of the tax imposed 
by the act of 1902, or the former acts, is wholly unim- 
portant with reference to the view we take of this case. 
After the payment of the money and the receipt of the 
permit to enter and do business in the State the corpora- 
tion could not, as we have said, be thereafter further taxed 
than was the domestic one. The tax on the latter under 
that act is the same in substance and effect as that upon 
the foreign corporation, but it is for only one-half thereof 
in amount. The domestic must pay “an annual State 
corporation license tax,” while the foreign corporation 
must pay “a State license tax” annually. The means of 
enforcing payment are not different, and such means are 
stated in Section 66 of the act of 1902. 

Whatever be the name or nature of the tax, it might be 
measured in amount by the same rate as is provided for the 
domestic institution, and if the latter is not taxed in that 
way, neither can the State thus tax the foreign corporation. 

It is unnecessary to refer to the many cases cited by both 
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parties hereto. Some of them refer to the question as to 
the nature of such a tax, while others decide, upon the 
facts appearing in them, whether there was a contract or 
not. As already stated, the name of the tax or its kind is 
not important so long as it is plain that the act of 1902 
increases the liabilities of the foreign corporation over 
those which obtain in that of the domestic. And in regard 
to the cases of contract, while the principle that a contract 
may arise from a legislative enactment has been reiterated 
times without number, it must always rest for its support 
in the particular case upon the construction to be given 
the act, and in this case we are not greatly aided by the 
former case regarding taxation and legislative contract. 
We may, however, refer to the following out of many cases 
regarding contracts as to taxation: Miller vs. New York, 
15 Wall, 478, 21 L. ed. 98; New York, L. E. & W. R. Co. vs. 
Pennsylvania, 153 U. S. 628, 38 L ed. 846, 14 Sup. Ct. Rep. 
Powers vs. Detroit, G. H. & M. R. Co. 201 U. S. 
543, 50 L. ed. 860, 26 Sup. Ct. Rep. 556. 

Holding that the act of 1902 impaired the obligation of 
the contract existing between the corporation and the State, 
and is therefore void as to the corporation, it becomes 
unnecessary to decide the other questions discussed at the 
bar. 

The judgment of the Supreme Court of Colorado is re- 
versed and the case remanded to that court for further 
proceedings not inconsistent with this opinion. Reversed. 

The Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Harlan, Mr. Justice Holmes, 
and Mr. Justice Moody dissent. 

Thomas Thacher, Charles W. Waterman, 
and William W. Field for plaintiff in error. 

N. C. Miller for defendant in error. 
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Are You About to Organize a Company 
Under the Delaware Law ? 


OUR FACILITIES 


We meet every requirement for the complete organ- 
ization of a company and its maintenance in Delaware. 
We can secure a charter in one day. We co-operate 
with members of the Bar. 

Write for particulars and consider the great advan- 


ages to be secured under a Delaware Charter. 


REFERENCES:—Union National Bank, Wilmington, Del., and 
Greenville Banking and Trust Co., Jersey City, N. J. 
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Of Interest to Corporations Doing 
Business in More Than One State 


In many States of the Union laws have been enacted pre- 
scribing certain duties to be performed by foreign corporations 
doing business in such States, and imposing penalties for non- 
compliance, in some instances going so far as to prohibit the 
enforcement in the courts of contracts made by corporations 
failing to comply with the law, whether sued upon by the 
corporations or their assignees. 

A synopsis of the laws of each of the various States is 
contained in the CORPORATION LEGAL MANUAL. 

THE AMERICAN LAWYER here appends a list of at- 
torneys who are believed by the publishers to be in first-class 
standing and capable of preparing and filing the necessary 
papers, and of giving advice as to all details made essential 
by such laws, and of attending to corporate business in 
general. 

Arrangements can be 
States for an 
required, 


made with such attorneys in such 
annual fee to provide a statutory office where 
and an agent upon whom process may be served. 


Alabama—Roy McCullough, 2023% First Ave., Birmingham. 
Alaska—BROWN & SMITH, Valdez. 


Arizona—lIsaac T. Stoddard, Phoenix. 
Corporation Co. of New York. 
Arkansas—Rose, Hemingway & Rose, 
California—Works, Lee & Works, 
Colorado—VAN CISE & GRANT, 

Connecticut—W. H. Ely, New Haven. 

Delaware—Horace G. Knowles, 907 Market St., Wilmington. 
Resident Counsel U. 8S. Corporation Co. of New York. 
District of Columbia—G. Thomas Dunlop, Fendall Bldg., Wash- 

aa. Resident Counsel U. 8S. Corporation Co. of New 
ork. 
Florida—aA. A. Fisher, Pensacola. 
Georgia—Brown & Randolph, Atlanta. 
Idaho—Richards & Haga, Boise. 


Illinois—FERGUSON & GOODNOW, 
Chicago. 


Resident Counsel U. 8S. 


Little Rock. 
Los Angeles. 
Equitable Bldg., Denver. 


100 Washington St., 





J. Hackney, Indianapolis. 
Ilowa—Guy R. Carson, Des Moines. 
Kansas—A. M. Harvey, Topeka. 
Kentucky—Lane & Harrison, Louisville. 
Louisiana—T. J. Kernan, Baton Rouge. 


Maine—E. Maynard Thompson, 207 Water St., Augusta. Resi- 
dent Counsel U. S. Corporation Co. of New York. 


Maryland—H. CARHART SHIMMER, Union Trust Bldg., Bal- 
timore. Foreign corporations represented in Maryland. 


Massachusetts—PHIPPS & DURGIN, 18 Tremont St., Boston. 


Michigan—Hustin & McGugin, Buhl Block, Detroit, Michigan. 
Counsel U. S. Corporation Co. of New York. 


Minnesota—Fifield, Fletcher & Fifield, 920-930 Lumber Ex- 
change, Minneapolis. 


Mississippi—McWillie & Thompson, Jackson. 

Missouri—George W. Winstead, St. Louis. 

Montana—Edward Horsky, Helena. 

Nebraska—John Wilson Battin, Omaha. 

New Jersey—George W. Flaacke, 1 Montgomery St., Jersey 
City. Resident Counsel U. 8. Corporation Co. of New York. 

New Mexico—Hugo Seaburg, Springer. 


New York—John S. Parker, 34 Nassau St., New York City. 
General Counsel U. S. Corporation Co. of New York. 


North Carolina—A. B. Andrews, Jr., Raleigh. 
North Dakota—A. J. Patterson, Bismarck. 


Ohio—EDWARD D. HOWARD, 305-11 Hayden-Clinton Bank 
Bldg., Columbus. & 


Oklahoma—Oklahoma Charter Co. 


Oregon—ARTHUR PALMER TIFFT, 708-711 Chamber of 
Commerce, Portland. 


Pennsylvania—Randolph Sailor, Drexell Bldg., Philadelphia. 
Resident Counsel U: S. Corporation Co. of New York. 


Rhode Island—Edward C. Stines, Providence. 
South Carolina—J. C. OTTS, Gaffney. 

South Dakota—Bailey & Voorhees, Sioux City. 
Tennessee—Ingersoll & Peyton, Knoxville. 
Texas—William W. Anderson, Houston. 
Utah—Shepard & Shepard, Salt Lake. 
Vermont—T. J. Deavitt, Montpelier. 
Virginia—Regester & Mullen, Richmond. 
Washington—Hammond & Dobbs, Seattle. 
West Virginia—Merrick & Smith, Parkersburg. 


Wisconsin—Bloodgood, Kemper & Bloodgood, 44 
Bldg., Milwaukee. 


Wyoming—Homerr Merrill, Rawlins. 
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BOOKS OF A CORPORATION NOT IN EVIDENCE AGAINST AN OFFICER OF THE CORPORATION 
IN A CRIMINAL PROSECUTION AGAINST HIM 


(N. Y. Supreme Court, Appellate Division, First Depart- 
ment, May 31st, 1907.) 

In this case the Appellate Division unanimously re- 
versed the judgment of the Criminal Branch of the Supreme 
Court convicting George Burnham, Jr., of grand larceny in 
the first degree, and ordered a new trial. 

Briefly, the charge against Mr. Burnham was that he 
appropriated money of the Mutual Reserve Fund Life As- 
sociation in payment of a personal claim of one Wells against 
his brother, F. A. Burnham, the president of the associa- 
tion. The indictment contained nine counts. The conviction, 
however, was had under the second count, which charged 
the defendant with a violation of subdivision 2 of section 
528 of the Penal Code. This provision is designated as 
“statutory larceny,” or the present substitute for the old 
common law crime of embezzlement, namely, that the de- 
fendants, being the bailees of the property alleged to have 
been stolen, feloniously converted the same. Mr. Burnham 
was counsel for the Mutual Reserve, and contended on his 
appeal that every act performed by him was done in a 
professional capacity under the directions and instguctions 
of the executive officers of the association, and after con- 
sultation with and under the advice of eminent lawyers. It 
was further argued that the evidence was entirely insufli- 
cient to show either of the necessary ingredients of the 
crime charged, either the corpus delicti or the felonious in- 
tent, which is an essential element of the State’s case. 

The decision, by Ingraham, Laughlin, Clarke, Scott and 
Lambert, J. J., was unanimous. Justice Ingraham, in writ- 
ing the opinion of the court, said: 

“There was evidence admitted agaiust the objection 
and exception of the defendant in relation to the entry in 
the books of the corporation which was incompetent as 
against this defendant. 

“He was not shown to have had anything to do with 
these books, or any knowledge of their contents, or any 
connection with the entries. The books of a corporation are 
not in evidence against an officer of the corporation in a 
criminal prosecution against him. 

“I think the admission in evidence of the receipt given 
by the defendant to George B. Paterson for the deposit of 
the cancelled checks and the checks themselves, which indi- 
eated that they had passed to the credit of the superintend- 


ent of insurance, was error that would require a reversal 
of the judgment. 

“These exhibits had no possible relation to or connec- 
tion with the corporation of which the defendant was coun- 
sel and an officer, or with the transaction which was then 
under investigation. The fact that these checks had been 
ordered by the person who then occupied the position of 
superintendent of insurance would tend to prejudice the 
jury against the defendant. The evidence was entirely in- 
competent, and would have only been introduced to preju- 
dice the jury against the defendant, which, from the insinu- 


ations in the questions of the district attorney and the 
statement of what he intended to prove in relation to them, 
it was calculated to do. After this cross-examination ended, 
counsel for the defendant moved to strike out all of the 
cross-examination of the witness directed to the subject 


of this transaction or alleged transaction between some of- 
ficer of the Exempt Firemen’s Association and Payn, or the 
United States Express Company, or any one else, and the 
custody of the papers delivered to the witness by Paterson. 


This motion was denied, and the defendant excepted. I 
think the allowance of much in the cross-examination of 
the defendant was an abuse of the discretion of the court. 


“There are other exceptions to rulings upon questions 
of evidence with which I do not agree, but which it is not 
necessary to discuss. I also think that the learned trial 
judge entirely misconceived the construction to be given to 
this statute * * * 

“As I read this evidence there is no dispute that the 
settlement of the whole controversy was dependent upon 
the payment of Wells’ claim, and that by the payyent to 
Wells of his claim the company was enabled to get out of 
existence all of the claims, including whatever claims Wells 
had against the company. 

“My conclusion is that the testimony as a whole did 
not justify the conviction of the defendant, and that there 
were errors committed, both in rulings upon questions of 
evidence and in the method by which the case was sub- 
mitted to the jury, that require us to order a new trial.” 

Ex-Presiding Justice Morgan J. O’Brien, Albert B. 
Boardman and Sewell T. Tyng for appellant; Robert C. 
Taylor, assistant district attorney, for respondent. 


Cases of Interest to Corporations in all States 


FEDERAL. 

Writ AND PrRocess—SERVICE ON 

(1) Not Good on Subsidiary Company—(2) Agent Must 
Represent Corporation. 

(1) The ownership by a foreign railway company of a 
controlling interest in the stock of a domestic railway 
company which retains its own officers has property of its 
own, and. is responsible for its contracts and to persons 
with whom it deals, does not make the foreign corporation 


liable to service of process within the State on the theory 
that it is doing business therein through the agency of the 


domestic corporation. 

(2) Service of, process on an agent of a foreign corpora- 
tion doing business within the State, in order to be valid, 
must be upon an agent representing the corporation with 
respect to such business (Petersen vs. Chicago, R. lL. & P. R. 
Co, (U. 8. S. C.), 27 Sup. Ct. 513). 


ForREIGN CORPORATION. 


FEDERAL. 
FOREIGN CORPORATIONS. 

(1) Right to Maintain Suit. 

(1) Laws N. Y. 1892, p. 1805, Chapter 687, Section 15, 
provides that no foreign corporation shall do business in 
the State without first complying with its requirements and 
procuring a certificate from the Secretary of State, and 
that no foreign corporation doing business without such 
certificate shall maintain any action in the State upon any 
contract made by it in the State until it shall have procured 
such certificate. Laws N. Y. 1896, p. 856, Chapter 908, 
Section 181, requires every foreign corporation to pay a 
license fee for doing business in the State, and provides 
that no action shall be maintained in any of the courts 
in the State by such a corporation without a receipt for 
such license fee. Held, in the absence of any decision by 
the State Court of Appeals so construing them, that neither 
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of such statutes made a contract by a foreign corporation 
which had not complied therewith void, and that the corpo- 
ration could maintain an action thereon in a federal court 
(Groton Bridge & Mfg. Co., vs. American Bridge Co. (C. C.), 
151 Fed. 871). 
FEDERAL. 
LIABILITY OF STOCKHOLDERS. 


The repeal of Comp. Laws Kan. 1885, Chapter 23, Article 
5, Section 44, making stockholders of corporations liable 
for certain debts of the corporation by Acts 1898, p. 36, 
Chapter 10, Section 17—held, not to affect the right of 
action for a liability previously accruing (Ramsden vs. 
Knowles (C. C.), 151 Fed. 718). 


FEDERAL. 
SERVICE OF PROCESS. 

A foreign corporation which complied with the require- 
ment of the New York statute to entitle it to do business 
in that State, but subsequently ceased such business and 
withdrew from the State, revoking the appointment of its 
agent for service therein—held, not subject to suit therein 
by service on the Secretary of State, which is authorized by 
Section 16 of the General Corporation Law (Laws 1892, 
p. 1806, Chapter 687), in case of the death or removal of 
such agent of a foreign corporation doing business in the 
State (Lathrop-Shea & Henwood Co. vs. Interior Const. & 
Imp. Co. (C. C.), 150 Fed. 666). * 


KANSAS. 
FOREIGN CORPORATIONS. 

(1) Right to Bring Action. 

(1) The Minnesota Thresher Manufacturing Company, 
without having complied with the provisions of Section 39, 
Chapter 23, Gen. St. 1901, sold a threshing machine in this 
State, dhd received two promissory notes in payment there- 
for. These notes were duly sold and indorsed by the payee, 
and became the property of the plaintiff in error. The 
payee also sold its entire assets and business to one R. H. 
Bronson, who conveyed it to the plaintiff in error, a foreign 
corporation, which has fully complied with the law relating 
to such organizations. Held, that it has the right to main- 
tain an action in the courts of this State to enforce pay- 
ment of the notes, even if the payee could not do so (North- 
west Thresher Co. vs. Riggs, 89 Pac. 921). 

KENTUCKY. 
CORPORATE NAME ON SIGN—STATUTORY PROVISIONS. 

Ky. St. 1908, Section 576, provides that every corporation 
doing business in the State shall print or paint upon its 
principal place of business its corporate name, and imme- 
diately thereunder the word “Incorporated.” Defendant 


painted upon its place of business its corporate name, and 


immediately following it painted the letters “Inc.” Held, 
not a compliance with the statute (Commonwealth vs. 
American Snuff Co., 101 S. W. Rep. 364). 


MARYLAND. 
ForREIGN CORPORATIONS—PROCESS—REMOVAL OF OFFICE FROM 
STATE. 


(1) Process—Removal of Office from State. 

(1) Under the express provisions of Code Pub. Gen. 
Laws, Article 23, Sections 409-412, where a foreign corpora- 
tion went into a State, transacted business, and incurred 
a liability therein, the courts of that State acquired juris- 
diction of a suit on that liability by service of process on 
a resident director, though the corporation had removed 
its office from and ceased to do business in the State before 


the suit was brought (Boggs vs. Inter-American M. & 8. Co., 
66 Atl. 259). 
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MISSOURL. 
FOREIGN CORPORATIONS—VALIDITY OF CONTRACTS. 


An executed sale of goods in this State by a foreign 
corporation which has failed to comply with the laws of 
this State prescribing the conditions on which foreign 
corporations may do business in the State is not void as to 
third persons, where both parties to the contract assert 


its validity (Handlin-Buck Mfg. Co. vs. Wendelkin Const. 
Co., 101 S. W. 702). 


NEW YORK. 
FOREIGN CORPORATIONS—RIGHT TO SUE. 

Under Gen. Corp. Law, Laws 1892, p. 1805, Chapter 687, 
Section 15, and Tax Law, Laws 1896, p. 56, Chapter 908, 
Section 181, a foreign corporation is not absolutely pro- 
hibited from suing in the courts of the State, but has the 
same right as a domestic corporation, except in the special 
instances referred to’in such law; and a proceeding by such 
a corporation will not be dismissed, where the papers fail 
to show the petitioner to be within such prohibition (In re 
Rosenblatt ’s Estate, 103 N. Y. (Sup.) 1016). 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 
FOREIGN CORPORATIONS. 

(1) Service of Process. 

(1) Under Code Civ. Proc. 1882, Section 155, providing 
for service on a foreign corporation when it has property 
within the State or the cause of action arose therein, or 
where service can be had on the president, cashier, treas- 
urer, attorney, secretary, or other agent, in an action by 
a resident to set aside a judgment obtained by a foreign 
corporation, service on the attorney obtaining the judgment 
after it was entered was a good service on such corporation. 
(Sellers vs. Home Fertilizer Chemical Works, 56 8S. E. 978). 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 

FOREIGN CORPORATIONS. 
(1) Doing Business in State—(2) Obligation of Oon- 

tracts—Impairment—Tazation. 

(1) A foreign mortgage company loaning money in the 
State on real estate securities is doing business in the State. 
(2) Where a foreign corporation paid the license fee 
required by the act of 1893 (21 St. at Large, p. 409) to 
enable it to do business in the State, it cannot be required 
by the act of 1904 (24 St. at Large, p. 462) to pay an addi- 
tional tax not levied on domestic corporations; such re- 
quirement being an impairment of the contract of admission 
to do business in the State on the same terms as domestic 


corporitions (British-American Mortgage Co. vs. Jones, 56 
S. E. 983). 


TEXAS. 
ForeEIGN CoRPORATIONS—ACTIONS—PLEADING. 

The selling by a corporation created by another State of 
goods manufactured in that State and shipped into the 
State of Texas is an interstate transaction, and in a suit 
for the balance of the price of the goods it is not necessary 
for plaintiff to allege or prove a permit to do business in 


Texas (Heisig Rice Co. vs. Fairbanks, Morse & Co., 100 
S. W. Rep. 959). 


WISCONSIN. 
ForEIGN CoRPORATIONS—RIGHT TO SUE. 

Where a complaint by a foreign corporation is for failure 
to return a note by a certain time if not collected, it is not 
demurrable, on the ground that it shows that plaintiff is 
an unlicensed foreign corporation doing business in the 
State (Kiblinger vs. Sauk Bank (Wis.), 111 N. W. 709). 
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Conriict or Laws.—Where a contract made and 
intended to be performed in another State is at- 
tempted to be enforced by suit thereon in the courts 
of Georgia, it is held, in Thomas vs. Clarkson (Ga.), 
6 L. R. A. (N. 8.) 658, that the statute of limitations 
of Georgia will be applied, rather than that of the 


other State. 





Stature or LimiratTions.—The cause of action for 
breach of contract to devise land in consideration of 
services rendered is held, in Goodloe vs. Goodloe 
(Tenn.), 6 L. R. A. (N. 8.) 703, to arise upon breach ; 
and the right to recover for the value of all the serv- 
ices, although part were rendered beyond the statutory 
limitation period, is sustained. 





AGENcCY—UNDISCLOSED PrincipaL.—An unsatisfied 
judgment against the agent of an undisclosed princi- 
pal is held, in Lindquist vs. Dickson (Minn.), 6 L. R. 
A. (N. S.) 729, not to be a bar to an action against 
the undiscovered principal when discovered, if the 
plaintiff was ignorant of the fact of agency when he 
prosecuted his action against the agent. 





GARNISHMENT.—The right to an injunction to pre- 
vent the garnishment of a laborer’s wages is denied 
in Sturges vs. Jackson (Miss.), 6 L. R. A. (N. 8S.) 491, 
although they .are by statute exempt from garnish- 
ment, and a rule of the employer provides that em- 
ployees whose wages are garnished will be discharged. 





Vauipity or Jomnt Stock Companies.—The validity 
at common law and under the Constitution and stat- 
utes of the State of joint stock companies is sus- 
tained in Spotswood vs. Morris (Idaho), 6 L. R. A. 
(N. 8.) 665, provided they do not have or exercise 
any of the powers or privileges of corporations not 
possessed by individuals or partnerships. 





Liapiuiry or Parrres Givinc InpEMNiTY Bonp.— 
The separate and distinet act of giving an indemnify- 
ing bond to an officer by each of a number of creditors 





pursuing their remedy under separate writs is held, 
in Livesay vs. First Nat. Bank (Colo.), 6 L. R. A. 
(N. S.) 598, not to constitute such creditors joint tort 
feasors in the taking of the property. 





Bankruptcy DiscHarce—Crepitor Hap NOotIcE 
or PRocEEDINGS—RESIDENCE INCORRECTLY STATED IN 
ScHEepuULE.— Where, subsequent to the death of one of 
two copartners, judgment debtors of the firm are ad- 
judicated bankrupts, the ease of Kaufman vs. Schreier, 
17 Am. B. R. 314, holds that the surviving partner 
is correctly deseribed in the schedules as the creditor, 
and he having had actual notice of the pendency of 
the bankruptey proceedings, the debt upon the judg- 
ment was diseharged, although his residence was in- 
correctly stated in thie schedules. 





BANKRUPTCY DISCHARGE—JUDGMENT 
SION. 


IN CONVER- 
It has been held, in Fechter vs. Postel, 17 Am. 
B. R. 316, that a judgment rendered in an action for 
conversion against one subsequently adjudicated a 
bankrupt is released by his discharge. 





FRAUDULENT TRANSFER—CONSIDERATION OF Mar- 
RIAGE—Evinence TEnpiye To SHOow INCOMPETENCE 
To Marry.—In an action against a bankrupt and his 
wife to set aside a transfer of household goods to the 
wife, where the defense sets out an oral ante-nuptial 
agreement to make the transfer in consideration of 
marriage, it has been held, in Hosmer, as Trustee, etc., 
vs. Tiffany, 17 Am. B. R. 318, that it is error to ex- 
clude evidence tending to show that the wife had a 
husband living at the time the agreement was made, 
for if she was incompetent to marry, the considera- 
tion for the marriage settlement failed. In this same 
ease, however, evidence attacking a foreign decree 
divorcing the bankrupt from a former wife is held 
properly excluded, for the promise of the wife to 
marry was a good consideration to support the hus- 
band’s agreement to make a marriage settlement, 
whether he was capable of contracting marriage or 
not, and the validity of the consideration for the 
transfer rests upon the capacity of the wife. 
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Legauity or Contrracr.—A decision which is likely 
to prove of interest to collection attorneys was handed 
down by the Supreme Court of Maine in American 
Mercantile Exchange vs. Blunt (66 Atl. 212). This 
was assumpsit on a contract made November 24, 1897, 
by the plaintiff corporation, a collection agency, and 
the defendant in relation to the collection of claims 
placed in the hands of the plaintiff by the defendant. 
The plaintiff alleged that the defendant had failed to 
perform his part of the eontract, and that in conse- 
quence of this failure the defendant owed the plaintiff 
$75 for subscriptions. The action was brought to 
recover this sum of $75. 

Plea, the general issue, with the following brief 
statement : 

‘*And for brief statement defendant further says 
that the alleged several promises claimed in the dec- 
laration to have been made by the defendant were 
not made within six years before the commencement 
of said suit.”’ 

Spear, J. This action is based upon a contract 
wherein the plaintiff avers that the defendant has 
failed of performance on his part, and in consequence 
of such failure is indebted to the plaintiff in the sum 
of $75. The essential part of the contract under 
which the plaintiff claims is as follows: 

‘* AMERICAN MERCANTILE EXCHANGE, 
** Incorporated. 
“*Nov. 24, 1897. 

‘*In consideration of an annual contract in above 
agency, I hereby agree to pay said agency, or order, 
all sums of money as collected out of accounts placed 
in said agency’s hands by me, whether such collections 
or settlements are made through said agency’s office, 
or by me through my office, or by any other person 
in my behalf, until the same shall amount to twenty 
dollars, and I further agree to send to the said agency 
on or before ten days from date, ten accounts, other- 
wise the payment of twenty dollars shall become due 
and payable to said agency, or order, on demand.’’ 


This agreement was properly executed by the 
plaintiff and defendant: 

‘To American Mercantile Exchange: 

‘*We hereby agree to subscribe to your exchange 
under the following special terms and conditions: 

‘*(1) You will employ your system to collect all 
claims we may place in your hands, suing where you 
deem advisable, and using legal means to enforce 
payments from debtors in any part of the United 
States and Canada, and all such claims shall be sub- 
ject to our control or withdrawal, unless legal action 
has been taken, and all debts that may be advertised 
for sale shall be held at the figures quoted by us.’’ 

It will be observed by the use of the language in 
the first clause of this stipulation, ‘‘you will employ 
your system to collect all claims,’’ ete., that the writ- 
ten contract herein set forth did not state or contain « 
all the elements of the contract. What the plaintiff’s 
system above alluded to was is not stated. The testi- 
mony, however, fully deseribes the ‘‘system’’ em- 
ployed by the agency in the collection of accounts. 
In answer to the question: ‘‘You have stated that 
when you went to Mr. Blunt you explained to him 
the method of the agency. Now, will you explain to 
us what that method was ?’’—the agent of the plaintiff 
who executed the contract answered in detail as fol- 
lows : ‘‘ At that time the method was to take the list of 
claims on a blank form, collecting 10 cents for each 
claim to cover postage. A series of four letters were 
employed by the agency, the first notifying that the 
account was due and unpaid, and asking them to call 
on their creditor and make some settlement, and in- 
forming them at the same time that the agency in no 
ease handled the money. After a certain length of 
time which shows on the list, I can’t remember now, 
a second letter was sent informing them of the fact 
that they who did not pay would be reported to the 
trade if it was still left unpaid. After a certain 
length of time a third one was sent informing them 
that they would be sued if it was not paid, and a 
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fourth one that when judgment was obtained, the 
account would be advertised for sale by public posters, 
and inclosing them a copy of one of the posters that 
had already been published.’’ 

This ‘‘system,’’ the terms of which were not in- 
corporated in the written contract, nevertheless, in 
view of the purposes and object of the defendant, 
became, by the specific written allusion to it, a mate- 
rial and important feature in the performance of the 
contract on the part of the plaintiff. The defendant, 
in the written stipulation prescribing its duties, re- 
quired that the plaintiff should use its ‘‘system.’’ 
Its ‘‘system’’ at the time the contract was executed 
was explained by the plaintiff’s agent as above set 
forth. When so explained, the terms of his interpre- 
tation became as much a part of the contract as though 
they had been contained in a separate written docu- 
ment. Therefore, the whole contract of the parties, 
or so much of it as is necessary to the decision of this 
ease, is contained in the written clauses before quoted 
in this opinion, and the explanation of the ‘‘system’’ 
as made by its agent to the defendant, that is, the 
written and the oral parts of the contract, are to be 
construed together in determining what the whole 
contract expressed. 

This contract was entire, and constituted a con- 
tinuing agreement, and was binding upon the defend- 
ant to pay his subseription yearly, unless abrogated 
by consent of the parties or operation of law. There 
is no pretense that the contract was mutually can- 
eeled, but the defendant avers that its further per- 
formance was made illegal by the enactment of Chap- 
ter 112, p. 117, Publie Laws 1899, which went into 
effect April 16, 1899, seven months before the matu- 
rity of the second year’s subscription. By the contract 
the subscription was not due until the end of the 
year. This act is now incorporated in Chapter 130, 
Section 7, of the Revised Statutes, as follows: ‘‘No 
person, firm or corporation, shall publicly advertise 
for sale in any manner whatever, or for any other 
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purpose whatever, any list or lists of debts, dues, 
accounts, demands, notes or judgments, containing 
the names of any or all of the persons who owe the 
same. Any such public advertisement containing the 
name of but one person who owes as aforesaid, shall 
be construed as a list within the meaning of this see- 
tion. Any person, firm or corporation, violating the 
provisions of this section, shall be liable in an action 
of debt, to a penalty not exceeding one hundred dol- 
lars, and not less than twenty-five dollars, to each and 
every person, severally and not jointly, whose name 
appears in any such list.’’ 

It is clear that this statute when it took effect April 
16, 1899, absolutely prohibited the plaintiff from using 
that part of its ‘‘system’’ wherein it had stipulated 
that accounts would be advertised for sale by public 
poster. It is presumed that the plaintiff did not 
violate this statute and did not, subsequently to the 
date when it took effect, post any list of delinquent 
debtors. Therefore, the case stands as if the plaintiff 
on the 16th day of April, 1899, had ceased to perform 
its contract in respect to posting lists of debtors’ 
names and advertising the judgment fur sale. While 
the plaintiff’s contract as to the method of advertising 
does not specifically state that the posters shall con- 
tain the name of the debtor, yet the only inference to 
be derived from the language used clearly sustains 
that conclusion. 

But the full performance of its contract was a con- 
dition precedent to the right of the plaintiff to recover 
the annual payment agreed upon, whether the non- 
performance was caused either by the fault of the 
plaintiff, by impossibility, as by an act of God, or by 
a statute prohibiting performance. Upon this point 
the Circuit Court of the United States for the District 
of Pennsylvania, in Odlin vs. Insurance Company of 
Pennsylvania, Fed. Cas. No. 10,433, says: ‘‘It is a 
general principle of law that where a contract is law- 
ful when made, and a law afterwards renders per- 
formance of it unlawful, neither party to the contract 
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shall be prejudiced, and the contract is to be consid- 
ered at an end.’’ This does not mean that a contract 
legal at its inception becomes illegal by subsequent 
statutory prohibition as to acts done before the enact- 
ment of the statute, but that the statute puts an end 
to the contract, and there can be no legal recovery by 
the plaintiffs, even if it should perform the unlawful 
acts, as it is contrary to the policy of the law to 
permit a party to recover for the performance ‘aa 

1e 


law, however, excuses the plaintiff from performing 
« ; > 


own illegal acts, or benefit by his own wrong. 


its contract, and releases it from liability to damages 
for non-performance, but it does not leave it in a 
position to maintain an action for recovery upon an 
entire contract, the performance of any part of which 
is prohibited, even if performed. 

In Greenough vs. Balch, 7 Me. 461, the Court fully 
approved of this rule of law, and say: **Nor are we 
disposed to find fault with the doctrine that where 
the consideration, or a part of it is malum prohibitum, 
it violates and invalidates the promise, as much as if 
it had been malum in se; both being unlawful, and 
neither entitled to favor or indulgence.”’ 

Shaw, C. J., in White vs. Buss, 3 Cush. 448, in dis- 
cussing the status of illegal contracts says: ‘*The law 
will not lend its aid to carry into effect an illegal 
contract, if it be executory, nor to restore the party 
who has paid money on it, if executed. 

In Goodwin vs. Clark, 65 Me, 280, it was held: ‘‘A 
person cannot recover for his personal services, por- 
tions of which are rendered in an unlawful employ- 
ment, the contract being an entirety.”’ 

In Bishop vs. Palmer, 146 Mass. 469, 16 N. E. 299, 
4 Am. St. Rep. 339, the Court say: ‘‘As a general 
rule where a promise is made for one entire considera- 
tion, a part of which is fraudulent, immoral, or un- 
lawful, and there has been no apportionment made, 
or means of apportionment furnished by the parties 
themselves, it is well settled that no action will lie 
upon the promise.’’ But these propositions are 
elementary. While these two cases do not involve 
the same state of facts presented in the case at bar, 
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yet, by analogy, they are clearly applicable. 


In the 
cases cited it is held that when any stipulation of an 
entire contract is illegal, the contract cannot be en- 


forced. In the case at bar the contract is entire, and 
a part of it became illegal, malum prohibitum, at once 
upon the effect of the statute. The advertisement of 
a single account for sale, however, soon after the 
statute became a law, would have subjected the plain- 
tiff to the penalty prescribed. Therefore, if the plain- 
tiff during the second year of the contract, and before 
it was performed, was prohibited by law from the 
performance of any material stipulation, the entire 
contract for the year failed, and it cannot recover 
even for the part performed. 

For the third and subsequent years for which it 
has brought suit the prohibited part of the contract 
was .illegal from the beginning of the year, and no 
recovery can be had for any of these years. 

Under the contract the balance of the first year’s 
subseription, $11.14, is barred by the statute of 
limitations. 


Judgment for the defendant. 


FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCES—Errect OF DISCHARGE 
IN Bankruprcy.—Flint vs. Chaloupka, decided by the 
Supreme Court of Nebraska (111 N. W. 465), was an 
action brought to set aside several conveyances of 
land. On the 11th day of August, 1896, Frank J. 
Chaloupka, Sr., transferred to his son, Frank J. 
Chaloupka, Jr., 385 acres of land in Saline County, 
Neb., for the expressed consideration of $17,050. No 
cash was paid, but a mortgage indebtedness of $7,050 
was assumed by the grantee. On the same day (Au- 
gust 11, 1896) Frank J. Chaloupka, Jr., executed and 
delivered to his mother a note for $10,000 and a mort- 
gage on the land securing the same. <A short time 
thereafter there was indorsed on the note $3,600, 
which represented an alleged indebtedness owing to 
Frank J. Chaloupka, Jr., by his father and Joseph 
Chaloupka, another son. The reason why this sum 
was later indorsed upon the note is explained by de- 
fendants, who say that at the time of the transfer 
the actual amount of this indebtedness was not known 
and could not be ascertained until Joseph Chaloupka, 
who was absent, should return to Wilber, the home 
of the defendants. In January, 1897, Frank J. 
Chaloupka, Jr., transferred 160 acres of the same 
land to his mother in consideration of her releasing 
the $10,000 mortgage. A year later the mother sold 
the 160 acres to a stranger, whose title is not assailed 
herein. At the time of the transfer, plaintiff was 


. urging the payment of her note and threatening suit 


thereon. Afterwards 


she obtained judgment for 


$1,451.40, and alleges that the several transfers of 
land were made to defraud the ereditors of Frank 
J. Chaloupka, Sr. 
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It is contended by defendants that, at the time of 
the transfer of the land by the father to the son, the 
father was indebted to his wife, Anna Chaloupka, in 
the sum of $6,400, and to settle this indebtedness the 
father caused the son to execute the $10,000 note 
payable to the wife, as above set out. Plaintiff claims 
that this transaction did not amount to a bona fide 
transfer between husband and wife. The indebted- 
ness claimed by the wife represented alleged advance- 
ments to her by her father between 1862 and 1874 
and an inheritance from her father, which, it is al- 
leged, was loaned by her to her husband. The total 
amount of the indebtedness between the husband and 
the wife in 1891 with interest was $5,400, for which 
a note was given by the husband to the wife. The 
principal and interest due on this note in 1896 was 
$6,400. The evidence, however, is not clear that such 
advancements were made to the wife. From the 
testimony of the husband it appears that the ‘money 
was given to him by his father-in-law for the purpose 
of buying land and paying debts and was intended 
for him and his wife. 

The Court observed: ‘‘We cannot say as a matter 
of law that the relationship of debtor and creditor 
existed between husband and wife when the note was 
executed and delivered to her. This fact, however, 
does not have the importance claimed for it by plain- 
tiff, for this indebtedness was extinguished by a trans- 
fer to the wife of 160 acres of land, which was in turn 
sold to a stranger whose title is not assailed. When 
this suit was commenced, the 225 acres in controversy 
had been mortgaged by Frank J. Chaloupka, Jr., to 
his mother for $2,600 to indemnify her against a 
mortgage for that amount on the 160 deeded to her; 
the intention being to give her a clear title to the 160 
acres for the release of the $10,000 mortgage. The 
$2,600 mortgage is not questioned in this case, and 
the money or property realized by the wife, Anna 
Chaloupka, through these transactions with her son, 
eannot be assailed under the pleadings herein. The 
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only bearing which these transactions have upon the 
case is their value as evidence tending to show fraud 
in the transfer of the land to the som. For this pur- 
pose it is not, standing alone, very convineing. The 
son could reasonably have believed that the father 
was indebted to his mother in the sum of $6,400, which 
he (the son) was willing to assume as a part of the 
purchase price of the land. We must therefore look 
to other faets in the case in determining the good 
faith of the transfer assailed. 

‘“Frank J. Chaloupka paid no cash consideration 
for the land deeded to him. The sum and substance 
of the entire transaction relative to the farm land was 
the cancellation by him of the indebtedness of $3,600 
held against his father and brother Joseph Chaloupka, 
which was the consideration given by him for his 
father’s equity in 225 acres of land. Upon the bona 
fides of this consideration the result of this suit de- 
pends. It is a well-established rule that, where a 
transfer of land is made by a debtor to a near relative 
in consideration of a past due indebtedness, the bur- 
den rests upon the grantee in a creditor’s suit to show 
that the debt was genuine, that his purpose was 
honest, and that he acted in good faith in obtaining 
title. Such transactions are looked upon with sus- 
picion, and the suspicion continues until the grantee 
shows the good faith of the transfer by clear and 
satisfactory evidence. Generally, when the trans- 
action is in fraud of creditors, knowledge thereof rests 
only with the near relatives, or others in privity with 
the debtor. When testimony relied upon to show 
good faith is given by interested relatives only, the 
reasonableness or unreasonableness of their evidence 
has considerable weight in arriving at a just conclu- 
sion. 

**In the ease at bar, the consideration in the first 
instance was represented by the $10,000 note and 
mortgage given to the grantor’s wife, whose note only 
called for $6,400. The alleged indebtedness, which, it 
is claimed, was due to the son (the grantee), was rep- 
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resented by a note of $1,000 against his father and 
brother Joseph, an item of $125 which he had paid 
for his father, and the balance was for wheat sold to 
the father and brother at different times from 1893 
to 1896. The only evidence of this indebtedness was 
the testimony of the father and his two sons. From 
1893 to 1896 the father and Joseph were engaged in 
the milling business in Wilber. The amount and 
value of the wheat delivered cannot be ascertained 
from the evidence of the parties. We are required to 
consider only their statements as to the gross amount 
due upon all these claims. They expect the court to 
find that Frank J. Chaloupka, Jr., delivered to his 
father and brother wheat raised in 1892 and 1893 for 
which he received no consideration until the deed in 
controversy was executed, and that eredit was ex- 
tended to them on an open account; no agreement or 
When the wheat was 
sold, the mill was a going concern, and for aught that 
appears in the record, they could have paid cash for 
grain bought. In 1894 and 1895, the crops of Frank 


contract for credit being shown. 


J. Chaloupka, Jr., were not good, and in all reason- 


it would seem that he would collect money due him on 
crops of previous years. The defense may be true, 
but it is not shown by clear and satisfactory evidence. 
The evidence disclosed that a bookkeeper was em- 
ployed in the mill, yet no books were introduced show- 
ing the indebtedness to the grantee; nor is the ab- 
sence of such record proof accounted for. There were 
introduced in evidence certain figures made by the 
bookkeeper at the mill in a memorandum book belong- 
ing to Frank J. Chaloupka, Jr., purporting to show 
a delivery of part of the wheat delivered to the mill. 
This, however, does not prove a sale of the wheat on 
credit. At the time of the transfer, the only writing 
or memoranda referred to in the evidence showing the 
indebtedness owing to Frank, Jr., was in his posses- 
sion, yet the parties found it necessary to await the 
return of Joseph to ascertain the amount of that in- 
debtedness. Upon his return, the amount thereof 
was estimated and indorsed upon the $10,000 note to 
Anna Chaloupka, apparently without asking her con- 
sent. The transfer of the 160 acres to the debtor’s 
wife so soon after the conveyance to the son raises a 
strong suspicion that it was contemplated at the time 
of the first transfer for the purpose of securing at 
least 160 acres from creditors. This suspicion is not 
removed by the testimony of the Chaloupkas, who 
said that on account of the two years’ crop failure 
the son considered that he could not raise the funds 
to pay the balance of the $10,000 mortgage, and for 
this reason conveyed the 160 acres in satisfaction 
thereof. The two years’ crop failure was known when 
the mortgage was given. These are circumstances 
which the law of evidence requires the defendants to 
explain by clear and satisfactory proof showing them 
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consistent with good faith. If the record contained 
any written evidence, or testimony of disinterested 
corroborating the testimony of the 
Chaloupkas, we would not hesitate in affirming the 
judgment. As it is, the bona fides of the transaction 
remain in doubt, and we are required to resolve that 
doubt against the parties upon whom the law has 
placed the burden of proof. We cannot say that the 
defendants successfully carried the burden of proving 
the good faith of the conveyance to Frank J. 
Chaloupka, Jr. 

‘* Another transfer assailed was the conveyance of 
certain city property used in the livery stable busi- 
ness. The title to this property never stood in the 
name of the father, and the evidence fails to show 
that it was purchased with his money. As to this, 
the judgment of the district court was for defendants, 
and we think rightly so. The lower court found for 
plaintiff as to certain lots in the city of Wilber, but 
they were not of sufficient value to afford full relief. 

‘*Plaintiff’s judgment was obtained May 12, 1897, 
upon a promissory note dated November 27, 1894. 
On September 2, 1897, plaintiff caused an execution 
to be issued upon said judgment which was on the 
same day returned nulla bona. This action was in- 
stituted on September 7, 1898. In September, 1899, 
Frank J. Chaloupka, Sr., upon his voluntary petition, 
was declared a bankrupt, under the federal bank- 
ruptey act of 1898. Act July 1, 1898, Chapter 541, 
30 Stat. 544 [U. S. Comp. St. 1901, p. 3418]. Plain- 
tiff herein filed proof of her claim with the referee in 
bankruptcy and participated in the election of a trus- 
tee. She did not disclose to the court of bankruptcy 
that she had or claimed a lien upon the land here in 
controversy by virtue of the institution of this suit. 
Defendants contend that, by the filing of the claim 
with the bankruptcy court without reference to the 
security claimed, plaintiff abandoned such security, 
and the subsequent discharge of the elder Chaloupka 
operates as a bar to this suit. Had plaintiff remained 
out of the bankruptcy court, no doubt would arise 
as to her right to prosecute her ereditor’s bill. Had 
the bankrupt listed with the trustee the land in con- 
troversy and a disposition thereof made by the trus- 
tee, no doubt would exist but that the plaintiff, not 
having disclosed nor claimed under her lien, would 
have been estopped from the prosecution of this suit. 
And, further, in an action properly brought by the 
trustee in bankruptcy against the plaintiff herein, we 
think that, under the existing facts, the trustee would 
have prevailed, and the land in controversy would 
have been subjected to the payment of all claims 
against the bankrupt. But none of these propositions 
exist here. Can the bankrupt, or his fraudulent 
grantee of the land which was never in the jurisdic- 


tion of the bankruptcy court, plead a discharge in 


witnesses 
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bankruptcy as a bar to a ecreditor’s suit against a 
creditor who wrongfully failed to disclose his security 
to the bankruptey court? 

‘*In White vs. Crawford (C. C.), 9 Fed. 371, cited 
by defendants, it was held: ‘A creditor waives any 
lien he may have upon the property of his debtor by 
proving up his debt as an unsecured claim.’ The 
rule was therein applied in favor of a grantee in a 
deed containing an erroneous description which was 
corrected after the creditor obtained a judgment. In 
Shoorten vs. Booth, 32 La. Ann. 397, it was held: 
‘A creditor who proves his whole debt, as one with- 
out seeurity, or against a bankrupt’s estate, thereby 
releases any mortgage he may have.’ The land there 
involved was within the jurisdiction of the bank- 
ruptcy court, and was sold free from incumbrance by 
order of that court upon notice to creditors. The con- 
testing creditor had previously filed his claim with 
an affirmative representation that he had no security. 
In Heard vs. Jones, 56 Ga. 271, it appears that the 
bankrupt, after turning over to the trustee the prop- 
erty there in controversy, which was in fact exempt 
from the claims of general creditors, sold the same. 
His grantee successfully pleaded the bankrupt’s dis- 
charge. Other cases cited by the defendants support 
the general rule that the filing of a secured debt as a 
general claim is a waiver of the security. Hoadley 
vs. Caywood, 40 Ind. 243; Spilman vs. Johnson, 27 
Grat. (Va.) 33 (where creditor sought to reach prop- 
erty sold by trustee) ; Bowley vs. Bowley, 41 Me. 542; 
Haxton vs. Course, 4 Edw. Ch. (N. Y.) 600. 

‘*On the other hand, we find authorities supporting 
the plaintiff’s right to maintain this action. In Tay- 
lor vs. Taylor, 59 N. Jv Eq. 86, 45 Atl. 440, it is held: 
‘Bankr. Act July 1, 1898, Chapter 541, Section 67b, 
30 Stat. 564 [U. S. Comp. St. 1901, p. 3449], provid- 
ing that whenever a creditor is prevented from en- 
forcing his rights as against a lien created by the 
debtor, who afterwards becomes a bankrupt, the trus- 
tee shall be subrogated to and may enforce such rights 
for the benefit of the estate, does not transfer to such 
trustee the right of a judgment creditor to enforce an 
equitable lien acquired by the filing of a creditor’s 
bill before bankruptcy proceedings were begun, or 
abate such creditor’s right to prosecute suit.’ To 
the same effect are: Storm vs. Waddell, 2 Sandf. Ch. 
(N. Y.) 494; Macey vs. Jorden, 2 Denio (N. Y.) 570. 
In Lowry vs. Morrison, 11 Paige (N. Y.) 327, it is 
held: ‘Where a judgment creditor’s suit is com- 
menced before a decree in bankruptcy against the de- 
fendant therein, so as to obtain a lien upon his prop- 
erty, and the defendant subsequently obtains his dis- 
charge under the bankruptey act, he cannot plead 
such discharge in bar of the suit generally, as the dis- 
charge is only a bar to a personal decree against the 
bankrupt.’ 


““In Cook vs. Farrington, 104 Mass. 212, a ease 
wherein a subsequent mortgagee pleaded the dis- 


charge in bankruptcy of the mortgagor of personal 
property, it is said: ‘A mortgagee of personal prop- 
erty, who has proved his debt against the estate of 


the mortgagor in bankruptcy without disclosing his 
security, is not thereby estopped to claim the property 
against a subsequent mortgagee who has not proved 
his debt. The proof by Willard [the first mortgagee | 
without such relief or conveyance was contrary to 
law; but it did not of itself operate to discharge the 
mortgage. It might prevent his setting up the mort- 
gage against the assignee claiming to hold the prop- 
erty as a part of the assets of the estate. Equity 
might hold the ereditor to do what he ought to have 
done, and subrogate the assignee to his rights in the 
security if a release or discharge would not work the 
same advantage to the estate; but only the assignee 
can avail himself of the rights which these provisions 
of the bankrupt law are intended to secure. The 
plaintiff can derive no right or advantage therefrom. 
Neither can the plaintiff set up those proceedings as 
an estoppel. There is want of mutuality as well as of 
privity. He has acquired no title from the assignee. 
He is not interested in the estate as a creditor, having 
proved his debt in bankruptcy. He is in no way 
affeeted by the bankruptcy proceedings either in his 
relations to the defendant or to the property.’ 

“‘Th Bassett & Brown vs. Baird, 85 Pa. 384, the 
holder of a mechaniec’s lien, who had previously proved 
the secured debt against the bankrupt, his debtor, 
without disclosing the facts of his lien, was permitted 
to foreclose after the discharge of his debtor; the 
land then belonging to the debtor’s grantee who pur- 
chased prior to the bankruptcy proceedings. In 
Moyer vs. Dewey, 103 U. 8. 301, 26 L. Ed. 394, a case 
wherein a creditor after the discharge in bankruptcy 
of his debtor sought to reach property fraudulently 
conveyed before, it was held that so far as the dis- 
charge was concerned, its only effect was personal to 
the bankrupt, and did not avail to release the fraudu- 
lent grantees from liability for the fraud committed 
by them. In reference to that decision, the same 
court, in Upshur vs. Briscoe, 138 U. S. 378, 11 Sup. 
Ct. 318, 34 L. Ed. 931, said: ‘It is manifest that the 
discharge would not have availed the bankrupt if he 
had pleaded it, and that it could not avail his fraudu- 
lent grantees.’ Cases directly in point are few, 
but the weight of authority, we believe, and the 
rule more in harmony with justice, will not per- 
mit a fraudulent grantee to plead the subsequent dis. 
charge of his grantor as a defense in a creditor’s suit 
brought more than four months prior to the institu- 
tion of the bankruptey proceeding, and which pertains 
to land which was never brought within the jurisdic. 
tion of the bankruptey court. 
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‘‘Defendants with great confidence cite Kohout vs. 
Chaloupka, 96 N. W. 173, 69 Neb. 677, a case where 
the bankruptcy proceeding here considered was before 
the court, and wherein the trustee attempted to inter- 
vene in this litigation. That case was disposed of upon a 
demurrer to the petition of intervention which was 
held insufficient. It appears from that ease that the 
plaintiff herein did not resist the attempted interven- 
tion of the trustee, at least he was not a party to the 
appeal, and the only question there determined was 
that the petition was insufficient, in that it failed to 
allege that the plaintiff herein waived her security. In 
the opinion it is said: ‘For all that appears from the 
trustee’s petition, she may have appeared in. the bank- 
ruptey proceeding, as she had a right to do, only for 
the purpose of participating to the extent that her 
claim was greater than her security. The allega- 
tion that by filing her claim she waived her 
security was a material one, and the only pre- 
sumption that may be indulged from its absence is 
that she did not waive her security.’ Had the trustee 
alleged the facts as the evidence herein discloses 
them, there can be no doubt but that he would have 
been permitted to intervene. However, the case is now 
here upon an issue between the creditor and the bank- 
rupt’s alleged fraudulent grantee, who in no way suc- 
ceeded to the rights of the trustee. Neither may the 
defendants invoke the rule, which the trustee by 
proper pleading and showing could have invoked, 
namely: ‘That a creditor of a bankrupt may either 
directly or indirectly waive his security and prove his 
claim as unsecured; as where a creditor, by judgment, 
execution, attachment, or creditor’s suit, proves his 
claim without disclosing his lien, in which event he 
will not subsequently be permitted to enforce it, but 
will be deemed to have waived it.’ 

‘‘We therefore recommend that the judgment of the 
district court be reversed, and the cause remanded 
to the district court with instructions to modify the 
judgment by an order setting aside the conveyance of 
the farm land from Frank J. Chaloupka, Sr., and 
wife, to Frank J. Chaloupka, Jr., and subject the same 
to the payment of the plaintiff’s judgment. 

‘* AMES and OLDHAM, CC., concur. 

‘*Per Curiam. For the reasons stated in the fore- 
going opinion, the judgment of the district court is re- 
‘ersed, and the cause remanded to the district court 
with instructions to modify the judgment by an order 
setting aside the conveyance of the farm land from 
Frank J. Chaloupka, Sr., and wife, to Frank J. Cha- 
loupka, Jr., and subjecting the same to the payment of 
plaintiff’s judgment.”’ 
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The True Constitution 


Suggestions Towards Its Interpretation 


By JOSEPH CULBERTSON CLAYTON 
VI. 


Mr. Jameson, in his valuable book on ‘‘Constitu- 
tional Conventions,’’ has some apt definitions: 

**The written Constitution is simply a law ordained 
by the nation or people instituting and organizing 
the Government. 

‘*The unwritten Constitution is the real or actual 
Constitution of the people as a State or sovereign 
community, and constituting them such or such a 
State. 

“It is providential; not made by the nation, but 
born with it. The written Constitution is made and 
ordained by the sovereign power, and presupposes 
that power as already existing.’’ 

The sovereign power of the United States was born 
at the instant that the nation proclaimed that the 
United Colonies were free and independent States, and 
at that instant the new nation had the power necessa- 
rily inherent in nationality to formulate a written Con- 
stitution, as well as to exercise all the powers of gov- 
ernment needful to its growth and preservation, and 
particularly all those governmental powers exercised 
by the people as colonists under the Crown. 

Mackintosh defines a Constitution thus: 

‘By the Constitution of a State I mean the body 
of those written or unwritten fundamental laws which 
_ regulate the most important rights of the higher 
magistrates and the most essential privileges of the 
subject.’’ 

The liberties and rights of the people do not flow 
from the written Constitution as their source. That 
instrument was established by the people as an ap- 
proximate measure of the modes in which those 
‘‘rights and liberties’’ should be exercised and pre- 
served ; a practical modus vivendi. 

They preceded the Constitution and are paramount 
to it, and no interpretation or construction of the 
Constitution is sound which clearly harms or lessens 
those pre-existing rights and liberties of its makers. 

Whether an act be done under the National or the 
State Government, the particular department in 
whose sphere it is necessarily must have the inherent 
right to accomplish such acts as are within the 
customary scope of the department, either with or 
without any specific grant of power. The executive 
executes, the judiciary judges, the legislature legis- 
lates, each in a manner and to an extent commen- 
surate with its proper functions, except in case of 
some express prohibition or limitation in the Con- 
stitution. 

This thought was expressed by the United States 


Supreme Court in the Legal Tender Cases, where 
Justice Bradley said: 

‘“To many purposes the United States are to be 
considered as one undivided, independent nation, as 
possessed of all the rights and powers and properties 
by the law of nations incident to such. Whenever an 
object occurs to the direction of which no particular 
State is competent, the management of it must of 
necessity belong to the United States in Congress 


assembled. There are many objects of this extended 
nature.’’ 

The ‘*True Constitution,’’ that which actually con- 
trols the governmental functions of our nation, is the 
creature of a long and continuous evolution. It 
really is a developed, not a written Constitution. 
The written instrument, of course, is constant except 
as to amendments. 


Mr. Andrews, in his ‘‘ American Law’’ said with 
great force: 

‘“The enumerated powers of Congress to effectuate 
objects committed to it is supplemented by the 
power and duty to effectuate the aggregate powers of 
the nation. 

‘*In the eighth section of Article I it is declared 
that Congress shall have power to make all laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into 
effect the foregoing powers, and all other powers 
vested by this Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any department or office thereof. 

““As a Government it was invested with all the 
attributes of sovereignty. It is expressly declared in 
Article VI that the Constitution and the laws of the 
United States made in pursuance thereof, and all 
treaties made under the authority of the United 
States, shall be the supreme law of the land (Legal 
Tender Cases, 12 Wall).’’ 

The powers of the National Government under the 
written Constitution are usually styled ‘‘express’’ 
and ‘‘implied’’ powers. But this is scarcely accurate. 
If the implied powers are necessarily drawn from the 
‘“‘expressed,’’ then they also are a sort of expressed 
powers; for unless some expression had been made 
no implication could be drawn. 

A better classification is to include the express 
and the implied as in the same category of manifest 
powers, and to style the other great and necessary 
powers as inherent powers—the powers that must 
inhere in mere nationality. 

Chapter XIV of Andrews’ ‘‘American Law’’ 
closes with this just thought: 
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‘‘The inherent powers, and perhaps it may be said 
the natural duties and obligations of the people as a 
nation, are as thoroughly established and well recog- 
nized to-day as was that which was called the ‘implied 
powers’ prior to the Civil War.’’ 

The earliest statesman (and the greatest) who thor- 
oughly understood the need of a complete nationality 
for our Union, together with complete municipality 
for the States, was the mighty James Wilson. And 
in our national Constituion he found those relative 
powers to exist. 

Nothing better can be said than what he said in 
the following extracts: 

‘‘There is not in the whole science of politics a 
more solid or more important maxim than this—that 
of all governments, those are the best which, by the 
natural effect of their Constitutions, are frequently 
renewed or drawn back to their first principles.’’ 

Before the adoption of the Constitution Wilson 
said: 

‘*l view the States as made for the people as well 
as by them, and not the people as made for the States ; 
the people, therefore, have a right, while enjoying the 
undeniable powers of society, to form either a general 
government or State governments, in what manner 
they please, or to accommodate them to one another; 
and by this means preserve them all. This, I say, is 
the inherent and unalienable right of the people.’’ 

Then, after quoting from the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence as an authority, he declared: 

‘‘State sovereignty, as it is called, is far from being 
able to support its weight. Nothing less than the 
authority of the people could either support it or give 
it efficacy. * * * My position is, sir, that in this 
country the supreme, absolute, and uncontrollable 
power resides in the people at large; that they have 
vested certain proportions of this power in the State 
governments; but that the fee simple continues, re- 
sides, and remains with the body of the people.”’ 

Again he asserted that the people when they form 
themselves into a nation or State in their collective 
eapacity constitute a moral person. He thus forcibly 
expressed it: 

‘In free States the people form an artificial person 
or body politic, the highest and noblest that can be 
known. They form that moral person which I de- 
scribe as a complete body of free natural persons, 
united together for their common benefit; as having 
an understanding and a will; as deliberating and re- 
solving and acting; as possessed of interests which it 
ought to manage; as enjoying rights which it ought 
to maintain; and as lying under obligations which it 
ought to perform. To this moral person we assign, 
by way of eminence, the dignified appellation of 
State.’’ 

Wilson also left with us these words of golden 


wisdom and of solemn warning, containing a trenchant 
statement of his doctrine: 

‘“The people of the United States must be consid- 
ered attentively in two very different views—as form- 
ing one nation, great and united, and as forming, at 
the same time, a number of separate States, to that 
nation subordinate, but independent as to their own 
interior government. This very important distinction 
must be continually before our eyes. If it be properly 
observed, everything will appear regular and propor- 
tioned; if it be neglected, endless confusion and in- 
tricacy will unavoidably ensue.’’ 

Elsewhere he asserted : 

‘“Whenever an object oceurs to the direction of 
which no particular State is competent, the manage- 
ment of it must, of necessity, belong to the United 
States in Congress assembled.’’ 

At another time he wrote in a holographic letter to 
George Washington : 

‘‘The most intricate and the most delicate questions 
in our national jurisprudence will arise in running 
the line between the authority of the National Gov- 
ernment and that of the several States. * * * It 
is probable * * * that neither vacancies nor in- 
terferences will be found between the limits of the two 
jurisdictions which together compose, or ought to com- 
pose, only one uniform comprehensive system of gov- 
ernment and laws.’’ 

Still again he declared : 

‘‘Whatever object of government is confined in tts 
operation and effects within the bounds of a particu- 
lar State should be considered as belonging to the 
Government of that State; whatever object of govern- 
ment extends IN ITS OPERATION OR EFFECTS be- 
yond the bounds of a particular State should be con- 
sidered as belonging to the Government of the United 
States. But though this principle be sound and satis- 
factory, its application to particular cases would be 
accompanied with much difficulty; because in its ap- 
plication room must be allowed for great discretionary 
latitude of construction of the principle. 

**In order to lessen or remove the difficulty arising 
from discretionary construction on this subject, an 
enumeration of particular instances in which the ap- 
plication of the principle ought to take place has been 
attempted with much industry and care. It is only in 
mathematical science that a line can be described with 
mathematical precision. But I flatter myself that 
upon the strictest investigation the enumeration will 
be found to be safe and unexceptionable; and ac- 
curate, too, in as great a degree as accuracy can be 
expected in a subject of this nature. * * * 

The thought which was crystallized into the General 
Welfare Clause of the Constitution he expressed thus 
in the Pennsylvania Ratifying Convention: 

‘*T make these observations with a design to prove 
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and illustrate this great and important truth—that in 
our decisions on the work of the late convention we 
should not limit our views and regards to the State 
of Pennsylvania. The aim of the convention was to 
form a system of good and efficient government on 
the more extensive seale of the United States. In this, 
as in every other instance, the work should be judged 
with the same spirit with which it was performed. 
A principle of duty as well as of candor demands this. 

‘‘When a single government is instituted, the 
individuals of which it is composed surrender to 
it a part of their natural independence which 
they before enjoyed as men. When a _ con- 
federate republic is instituted, the communities of 
which it is composed surrender to it a part of their 
political independence which they before enjoyed as 
States. The principles which directed in the former 
ease what part of the natural liberty of the man ought 
to be given up and what part ought to be retained will 
give similar directions in the latter case. The States 
should resign to the National Government that part, 
and that part only, of their political liberty which, 
placed in that Government, will produce more good 
to the whole than if it had remained in the several 
States. While they resign this part of their political 
liberty they retain the free and generous exercise of 
all their other faculties as States, so far as it is com- 
patible with the welfare of the general and superin- 
tending confederacy.’’ 


At another time, several years after the adoption 
of the Constitution, in his lectures on law while a 
Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
he addressed himself to the same theme in these 
words : 


‘*Will it not be allowed—will it not be urged—will 
it not be properly urged that the interest of the whole 
world should never be sacrificed to that of a part, 
nor the interest of a greater part to that of a part 
which is smaller? Will it not be allowed—will it not 
be urged—that to think or act in a contrary manner 
would it be improper and unwise? Why should not 
the same reasoning and the same conduct be allowed— 
why should they not be urged (for they may be urged 
with equal propriety) in favor of the interests of the 
Union, or of the greater part of the Union, compared 
with those of a single member of which that Union 
is composed ?’’ 

At the same time and place he asserted: 

‘‘But it will be seldom, if ever, necessary that the 
interest of a single. State should be sacrificed to that 
of the United States. The laws and the Government 
and policy of the Union operate universally and not 
partially ; for the accomplishment of general and not 
of local purposes. On the other hand, the laws and 
Government and policy of a particular State, com- 


283 


pared with the Union, operate partially and not uni- 
versally; for the accomplishment of purposes which 
are local and not general. If, then, on any subject a 
difference should take place between the sentiments 
and designs and plans of the National Government 
and those of the Government of a single State, on 
whose side are justice and general utility likely to be 
found? It is to be presumed that they will be found 
on the side of the National Government. That Gov- 
ernment is animated and directed by a representation 
of the whole Union; the Government of a single State 
is animated and directed by a representation of only 
a part, inconsiderable when compared with the whole. 
Is it not more reasonable, as well as more patriotic, 
that the interests of every part should be governed, 
since they will be embraced, by the counsels of the 
whole than that the interests of the whole should be 
governed, since they will not be embraced, by the 
counsels of a part?’’ 

At about the same time, in his lecture on ‘‘The 
Powers of Congress’’ he declared : 

““It is an object of the National Government to 
‘form a more perfect union.’ On this principle Con- 
gress is empowered to regulate commerce among the 
several States. * * * 

‘*Onece more, at this time, the National Government 
was intended to ‘promote the general welfare.’ * * * 

‘“The powers of Congress are, indeed, enumerated, 
but it was intended that those powers, thus enumer- 
ated, should be effectual and not nugatory. In con- 
formity to this consistent mode of thinking and act- 
ing, Congress has power to make all laws which shall 
be necessary and proper for carrying into execution 
every power vested by the Constitution in the Govern- 
ment of the United States or in any of its offices or 
departments. ’’ 

To the Andrews edition of the ‘‘Works of James 
Wilson’’ and to Lucien H. Alexander, who has lately 
published in the Greenbag an admirable biography of 
Wilson, this writer is much indebted. 

Those of us who are familiar with the Constitutional 
Conventions and their current history know that the 
chief thought of the conventionists was to establish 
a powerful nation, with the amplest powers of national 
sovereignty. And it was not until the peculiar crafti- 
ness of Jefferson and his school devised it as a political 
issue against the national party that there arose the 
schisms of ‘‘striet constructionists,’’ woh sought to 
minimize Nationality and to magnify Statehood. 
Their course was really a conspiracy against 
the nation, and great was their success in 
holding control of the Government and of popular 
thought. This they succeeded in doing until they 
pushed their theory to its logical end—secession. This 
was too much to stand. And the wager of battle not 
alone shot to death secession, but finally established 
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Nationality on the lines as foreshadowed by Wilson, 
and as now presented by this writer. 

Under the views expressed in this series of six arti- 
cles justification can be found for many acts of states- 
manship in our past history which were not expressly 
authorized by the written Constitution, but which were 
not prohibited. Among them may be named the 
Louisiana Purchase. Marshall deduced authority for 
this act from the express power to make treaties. 
Jefferson found no and sought for an 
enabling act. Nowhere was there express power to 
acquire territory. Jefferson’s act was a great one in 
the field of true statesmanship. As an act of national 
sovereignty, for self-protection and self-development, 
it was justifiable under the inherent power of a nation. 
No need for ingenious implications or stretching of 
narrow specific clauses of grant. 

There power in the words 
of the for any of these 
acts: The Emancipation Proclamation; the Monroe 


** authority ’”’ 


was no 
written 


express 
Constitution 


Doctrine; the suppression of habeas corpus in non- 
rebellious States; the Pacific Railway grants and char- 
ters; the Alabama and other arbitrations ; the Venezuela 
incident; the Legal Tender Acts; the acquisition of 
the Philippines; the Pure Food Bill; the Railway 
Regulation Bill, ete. More or less ingenious and sound 
implications from expressed grants have been held to 
warrant all the above-named acts. But beyond any 
doubt and without any use of ingenuity each and 
all of them clearly are justifiable upon the application 
of the clear doctrine of the inherent powers insepara- 
ble from our national sovereignty. 

The interpretations and implied powers deduced by 
construction of the commerce clause and their exten- 
sion to cover the Railway and Food Bills; the same 
kind of construction and deduction under the war 
clause to justify suspension of habeas corpus and the 
Emancipation Proclamation; under the money clause 
and the war clause to warrant legal tender notes; 
under the war clause and the treaty clause to acquire 
Louisiana and the Philippines, to declare the Monroe 
Doctrine and to make the Venezuela incident, and to 
engage in the Alabama and other arbitrations—all of 
these great acts rested upon constructions of certain 
clauses which required to be interpreted by ingenious 
and subtle thought to meet grave national exigencies. 
And arguments on the other side also were weighty. 

A far simpler course would have been to ask one 
question as to each of the grave acts: Is it required 
by the true interests of the Nation to do this thing? 
If yea, then do it as an act of necessity under the 
inherent power of nationality, and therefore constitu- 
tional unless expressly prohibited. But there are no 
prohibitions in the written Constitution against the 
exercise of any national power required for a national 
exigency. There are many specific prohibitions 
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against the States; none against the United States ex- 
cept by the doubtful Tenth Amendment and by cer- 
tain implications as to non-conflict with clear powers 
of the States, and except the provision that every 
State shall have the same Senatorial representation. 

The national power to regulate railways and all 
means of interstate transportation is, generally, de- 
duced from the commerce clause of the Constitution. 

It was universally conceded that a chief motive 
for making the Constitution of 1787 was to establish 
a National Government for the regulation of inter- 
state and foreign commerce. And as to no feature 
was there such perfect agreement of all sections of 
the nation. 

‘ But the national power over transportation does 
not rest solely upon the commerce clause. 

The clause which, in express words, declares that, 
‘*The Congress shall have the power to establish post- 
offices and post-roads,’’ is an extension of the com- 
merce clause broad enough to cover “‘ post-offices’’ and 
‘* post-roads’’ which are wholly within a State. 

The power to establish ‘‘ post-offices’’—that is, offices 
to receive and distribute mails—necessarily carries 
with it the right to supply the post-office with every- 
thing needed for its efficiency, such as clerks, roads, 
vehicles, and other means. But for greater caution 
the specification of ‘‘ post-roads’’ is added. 

Under this power when the post-road is made to 
and from the post-offices, the power to make the road 
effective, and at as small cost as consists with good 
service, is necessarily implied. The naked road and 
the empty office are useless until equipped and put 
into effective operation. A road so built and confined 
solely to the use of carrying mails would be of too 
great expense ; the same equipment originally needed 
to carry the mail could also carry persons and freight. 
It would seem, therefore, that if Congress should 
establish such a road, primarily for postal purposes, it 
might utilize that road for purposes of transportation 
and thus reduce the cost of the postal service. 

The road and its equipment having been built and 
operated under this specific power, there seems to be 
no sound reason why its use should be restricted to the 
narrow limits of mail-carrying; a use which cannot 
be pecuniarily profitable. The same roadbed, rails, 
and cars, and, largely, the same staff needed for the 
mails, with slight additions, could carry passengers 
and goods, and the road be made profitable enough to 
more than cover the mail service. 

Some recent expressions concerning the post-road 
clause of the Constitution convey the idea that the 
extension of its application to transportation is 
novel. ; 

The Pacific Railroad Acts and the action of Cleve- 
land and Olney in the Chicago riots, when the 
National Government protected and enforced the 
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transportation of mails, was chiefly under the specific 
authority of this clause. 

In the Constitutional Convention of 1787 the post- 
office and post-road clause and the commerce clause 
were agreed upon without dissent. 

Those who insist upon a ‘“‘strict’’ interpretation of 
the Constitution should find ample powers in these 
two clauses for substantially every act suggested by 
President Roosevelt for the regulation and protection 
of transportation. In addition to such authority, those 
who agree with what some have called the ‘‘ Clayton 
Doctrine’ of the ‘‘True Constitution’’ set forth in 
this series of articles, find plenary power in the na- 
tion and its National Government to do everything 
needful for the general welfare of the whole people 
that cannot be done by the States as States; and this 
power they hold to inhere necessarily in a National 
Government resting upon the Constitution in its’dual 
nature of a written and unwritten fundamental law, 
which asserts, defends and maintains a real and fully 
efficient National Sovereignty. 


In the preface to this series—December number—it 
was said: 


‘‘There are so many things which, for the general 
welfare of the whole people ought to be under uniform 
eontrol, and which cannot be controlled by-States or 
municipalities, that lawful ways must be found to 
place that control under national laws. There should 
be no hiatus between National and State powers. 

‘‘National laws for the regulation or control of 
railways, insurance companies, and for the formation 
of manufacturing and business corporations, and for 
a uniform marriage and divorce law, and other 
purposes, are among the present needs.”’ 

The writer believes that a just application of his 
conception of the ‘‘True Constitution’’ will in the 
near future find adequate ‘‘sound interprelations’’ 
and write upon the statute-books of the Nation every 
law needed to meet every national exigency. 

In closing this brief series, the writer expresses 
gratification and thanks that so many competent and 
independent thinkers of high standing have expressed 
their approval—more or less strongly. To the major- 
ity his conception has been ‘‘radical,’’ “‘revolution- 
ary,’’ ‘‘novel.’’ Nevertheless, it is only through those 
who think independently, those who do not over- 
worship ‘‘precedent,’’ that any ‘‘betterment’’ comes. 

For the conception presented by the writer he can- 
not claim much of originality other than of mere treat- 
ment; Wilson, pre-eminently, Hamilton, Marshall, 
Cooley and Andrews have presented most of the 
great truths. Perhaps the writer may have combined 
and extended into a single conception a just idea 
of the True Constitution of the Twentieth Century. 

May 20, 1907. 


We have the authority of Joseph Story for the opin- 
ion that ‘‘the law of patents is the very metaphysics 
of the law.’’ The nicety of the distinctions not only 
as to points of law, but as to mechanical and chemical 
equivalents and principles, requires a subtlety of 
thought rarely called for in other branches of the law. 
Only natural aptitude and extended practice can make 
a competent ‘‘patent lawyer.’’ Even a slight ac- 
quaintance with the works of Curtis, Robinson, and 
Walker on Patents and of the numerous and refined 
decisions of the courts will justify this dictum of 
Judge Story. 

The great number of ‘‘common defenses’’—a dozen 
of which are frequently presented in a single case— 
makes the proper conduct of a patent suit one of the 
most delicate and difficult known to the Bar. And 
so it has become generally recognized that in every 
contest over a patent the services of a specialist 
familiar not only with patent law, but with the laws 
of the mechanical and chemical arts, is highly needful. 

Within the past twenty years there has been devel- 
oped what is almost a new department of law—the 
Law of Unfair Competition. . 

A long course of well-reasoned decisions now forms 
an important body of law which prevents unfair com- 
petition in trade in many cases in which there is not 
involved any question of patent or trademark law. 
It forbids a manufacturer from using an unpatented 
or unregistered article in such a way as unfairly to 
compete with a business rival, and applies the princi- 
ple of honest dealing to the relations between competi- 
tors. No reeent development of the law has attained 
so high a plane of practical altruism and right. 

‘‘Hopkins on Unfair Trade’’ is a capital book on 
this important subject. 

May 30, 1907. 





Some Recent Patent Office Decisions 
from Patent Office Gazette, May, 1907. 


The phrase ‘‘Rust? Never!’’ for hooks and eyes 
is descriptive and not registrable. 





The word ‘‘Orient’’ as applied to ink ribbons and 
carbon paper is primarily ‘‘geographical’’ and not 
registrable as a trademark. 





The words ‘‘Dull Black’’ as applied to hooks and 
eyes are not registrable as a trademark, being mani- 
festly descriptive of these articles. 





‘“‘Inadvertence’’ in crossing off from an attorney’s 
docket, resulting in overlooking the limit for action, 
is not an ‘‘unavoidable’’ delay, and the case is held 
to be abandoned. 


i 
4 
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We are in receipt of the fourth edition of ‘‘ Rules for 


Admission to the Bar in the Several States and 
Territories of the United States.’’ Published by 
West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 

This is a very valuable work for law students and 
for lawyers contemplating a change of location. The 
publishers have also added information as to the times 
and places of examination and the person to whom 
application must be made, and have devoted in addi- 
tion considerable space to the treatment of the local 
reports of each State and other law books especially 
valuable to the lawyer opening a new office. 





The Bobbs-Merrill Company has in preparation a 
new edition of ‘‘ Jones on Corporate Bonds and Mort- 


9? 


gages. 





The first volume of decisions of the Supreme Court 
of Porto Rico, now handled in this country by the 
Lawyers’ Co-operative Publishing Company, is in 
Spanish. This may limit its use among the rank and 
file, but public libraries will probably consider the 
historical importance of these decisions during the 
transitional period as justification for adding it to 
their shelves. Price, $6. 





The Lawyers’ Co-operative Publishing Company 
announce a work by Francis Cooper on ‘‘ Financing 
an Enterprise.’’ It is a working discussion of the 
problems of promotion. It discusses the costly mis- 
takes common in work of this kind, the frauds and 
deceptions so frequently encountered, and gives prac- 
tical suggestions. Two volumes: buckram; $4. 





Volume 24 of The Cyclopedia of Law and Proce- 
dure (‘‘Cyc’’), under the able editorship of William 
Mack, has just been published by the American Law 
Book Company. It covers from ‘‘Judicial Sales’’ to 
‘‘Larcenous Intent,’? and embraces the following 
subjects: ‘‘Judicial Sales,’’ by Oliver A. Herker, 
Dean of the College of Law, University of Tlinois; 
‘‘ Juries,’’ by James A Gwyn; ‘‘ Justice of the Peace,”’ 
by J. Breckenridge Robinson; ‘‘Kidnapping,’’ by 
Roger W. Cooley, Lecturer on Insurance, St. Paul 
College of Law; ‘‘Labor Unions,’’ by Alton Brooks 
Parker, formerly Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals 








of the State of New York; ‘‘Landlord and Tenant,’’ 
by Donald J. Kieser; ‘‘ Words, Phrases and Maxims,’’ 
by George A. Benham and Ludwig Zeisler. 

Special attention should be called to Judge Parker’s 
article, the importance of which is manifest. Although 
of necessity it is not as lengthy as some of the others, 
every phase of the subject is treated with the utmost 
particularity and in fact with all the thoroughness 
for which Cye is distinguished. 





‘“‘The Free Pass Bribery System.’’ By George 
W. Berge. Published by the Independent Pub- 
lishing Company, Lincoln, Neb. 

The author was candidate for Governor of 
Nebraska in 1904 on an anti-free-pass platform, and 
this work demonstrates that he has studied the sub- 
ject carefully and is familiar with every detail. The 
question looms large upon the political horizon, though 
the average individual has but little real knowledge 
how important a réle is played by the distribution 
of passes in warding off and promoting legislation. 

The free-pass system is wrong and indefensible 
for two reasons. In the first place it is a bribery 
system. It bribes public officials; it also bribes pri- 
vate citizens. As a system it is a colossal bribe. 
Through the officials it bribes whole cities, counties 
and States. Money bribery in St. Louis is insignifi- 
eant compared to free-pass bribery in Nebraska. 
‘‘T maintain,”’ says the author, ‘‘that the power for 
evil of the free-pass bribery system is far greater 
than bribery with money. Few men can be bribed 
with money, but many men can be bribed with a free 
railroad pass. Its influence is so insidious that it is 
at first not understood by those who receive the passes. 
Therefore the free pass is much more dangerous and 
deadly in its work of bribery than money in the hands 
of the corporations. 

“The free-pass system is wrong in the second 
place because it unjustly discriminates. I insist that 
passenger discrimination is even a greater evil and 
works greater hardships than freight . discrimination. 
Think of the woman with her children who has paid 
for her ride on the train, but who is too poor to buy 
a berth in the Pullman, sitting up all night in the 
car just back of the smoker, while back in the Pull- 
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man berths you find many who live in marble palaces 
sleeping soundly all night who neither paid to ride 
on the train nor sleep in the berths. This is only a 
sample of the discrimination practiced many thousand 
times each day in this country. No one will defend 
it. Such injustice should stir to action every true 
American citizen. No man does his full duty as a 
citizen who does not contribute his influence to help 
eliminate such an evil.’’ 





‘‘Frailties of the Jury.’’ By Henry 8S. Wilcox, 
of the Chicago Bar. Published by Legal Litera- 
ture Company, Chicago, Ill. Price $1, postpaid. 

This is the third volume of a series pertaining to 
court matters of which Mr. Wilcox is the author, the 
others being ‘‘Foibles of the Bench’’ and ‘‘ Foibles of 
the Bar.’”? In an entertaining way the author has 
discussed the many defects pertaining to the jury 
system and has suggested various remedies. There 
is first a chapter on the origin and functions of the 
petit jury. Then follows a series of chapters in which 
are pointed out the qualities essential to the jury, 
each chapter being illustrated by typical cases of bad 
jurors. We are introduced to such men as ‘Phil 
Floater,’’ ‘‘Jim Sport,’’ ‘‘Walter Whiteslave,’’ 
‘‘Thrifty Loeb,’’ ‘‘Calvin Curiosity,’’ ‘‘Robert Re- 
cluse,’’ ‘‘Enoch Good,’’ ‘‘Benjamin Bookworm,’ 
“‘L. Q. C. Loquacity,’’ ‘‘Rush Hurryman,’’et al. 

This work, while in our opinion not quite the equal 
of ‘‘Foibles of the Bench,’’ is nevertheless deserving of 
praise. Mr. Wilcox’s style is clear and flowing, 
and the jury lawyer will find therein much entertaining 
reading. As an example of the author’s power of 
delineation let us quote his description of Lucius 
Quintius Curtius Loquacity : 

‘‘His head was large, his hair was coarse and 
plentiful and black as jet, his skin was dark and 
leathery, his eyes wide open and of darkest hue, his 
neck was thick and short and stiffly held his square, 
strong jaws and head upon his massive shoulders, his 
beard was bristly and stood about his large coarse 
mouth and heavy teeth like hazel stubble round a 
rocky chasm. 

‘‘He was a fountain of vociferation that drew its 
water from an inner source and promised great abun- 
dance. Few were the books or papers that he had 
read, and these he read in haste, and always was he 
bored when others read what they admired to him. 
Silence he much despised, and more than that, dis- 
liked in silence to remain while others talked. He 
wished no gift of information or advice. In this he 
most desired to be the giver, and he made such gifts 
with reckless prodigality even to those who least de- 
sired them. His lungs were large and strong and 
well supplied an active throat and tongue with air to 
keep them moving. These he could start and then 
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leave or go to sleep, so far as mental effert was con- 
cerned, and they would run for hours with greatest 
speed and never drop a stitch or show the least re- 
spect for any who would interrupt. The product 
was a mass of stuff, stale and most commonplace, 
chop logic and wretched sophistry mixed with false 
statements that bubbled upward from within like 
emanations from a putrid pool. His rich imagina- 
tion was a bank that never closed its doors or had 
occasion to reject an overdraft. On this he scattered 
checks like flying leaves when autumn’s gusts aré 
whistling through the woods. Sometimes he hit upon 
a fact, but this he painted with a hue so strange that 
it misled instead of guided. All things which 
effervesced so freely were uttered with such force 
that calling them in question seemed lik a challenge 
to mortal combat. Few cared to contradict his furious 
words or try to modify the stand he took. 

‘*This man was often foreman of the jury, and there 
his brutal presence had great weight. As boys cut 
withes from saplings and bend for bows or hoops 
or any form they like, so he did turn and twist his 
weak-willed fellow jurors to sign the verdict that his 
will dictated. Thus he who gave but slight attention 
to the trial and heard but little and less understood, 
and what he heard had mostly misremembered, now 
forced his highly colored fancies on his fellow jurors 
and wrote their verdict for them.’’ 





‘“‘Foibles of the Bar.’’ By Henry S. Wilcox, of 
the Chicago Bar. Published by Legal Literature 
Company, Chicago, Ill. Price $1, postpaid. 

Here is another of the fascinating little volumes 
written by Mr. Wilcox. In it the author portrays 
such characters as Col. Bombast, Billy Goodfellow, 
Reginald Writer, Lawrence Lobby, Peter Protest, 
Handy Skinner, et al. Every member of the pro- 
fession will recognize the aceuracy with which these 
pictures are drawn. The author possesses a keen 
sense of humor, and the work abounds with shrewd 
observations and humorous incidents. We cannot 
refrain from quoting the following description of 
Lawrence Lobby: 

“Lawrence Lobby was by nature fitted to take high 
rank in the law. He had a broad, noble brow, large 
sparkling blue eyes, a Byronie mouth and classical 
nose; was tall, straight and well proportioned and 
unusually graceful in his motions. He possessed re- 
markable fluency in language, a retentive memory 
and a keen and discriminating intelligence. Many 
who saw and heard him speak pronounced him a man 
that nature had fashioned especially for the law. 
By energy, economy and close attention to his studies 
he graduated with honors both in the classical and 
law departments of one of the best of universities, 
and was at once welcomed into a prominent law firm, 
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where he found a fine library, competent assistants 
and advisers to aid him, and clients waiting to em- 
ploy his services. The firm which he had entered did 
a large corporation bisiness and had many clients 
engaged in interstate commerce. These were often 
made victims of unfavorable legislation by the State 
Legislatures and the National Congress, and were 
frequently put in much trepidation by threats of 
such legislation. It seemed as if these bodies, soon 
after assembling, had selected the corporations vul- 
nerable to such assaults and had prepared and re- 
ferred to committees bills calculated to frighten these 
corporations into making strenuous efforts to prevent 
vicious legislation. This made a demand for what is 
known as a political department, and the suavity, 
grace and fine address of young Lobby were soon 
utilized for the purpose of conducting this political 
department. It was not long before he found himself 
mired neck-deep in polities. 

‘‘Tt was his duty to become acquainted with politi- 
cians and public officers, to organize and manipulate 
machines, to conduct banquets, special excursions, and 
arrange tours for the purpose of cultivating the ac- 
quaintanee and winning the favor of legislators, mem- 
bers of Congress, judges and other officials. He be- 
came a distributor of railroad passes, gifts and other 
favors, the chief center of a sphere of influence which 
covered a wide area. He held many interviews by 
day and attended many functions at night. He soon 
got ‘in the swim,’ became one of the charmed circle, 
and was conspicuous in the public eye as one of the 
political darlings of the nation. He was at home in 
the society of the wealthy and a graceful courtier at 
the feet of the very rich. He indulged in all luxuries, 
reared his children in an atmosphere of splendor, 
accumulated much wealth and was widely known. 
He pretended to be a lawyer and was sometimes em- 
ployed to act as one in important cases, but his prin- 
cipal services were in the line of politics. The politi- 
cal influence he had thus acquired made him especially 
valuable in procuring and preventing legislation. 
Take a few samples of his efforts in this respect. 

‘‘Tt was learned that heirs to a large estate were 
intending to contest the will. The existing law al- 
lowed two years after the death of the testator to 
begin such proceedings. One year had been permitted 
to elapse without bringing suit, and Lawrence Lobby 
was employed to defend against the threatened con- 
test. He induced the Legislature to amend the law 
so as to allow but one year after the death to bring 
suit in such a case. Thus the contest was prevented. 
Another method he employed in defending a suit was 
to get the Legislature to repeal the law giving the 
right of action after the suit was begun. His methods 
of preventing legislation were to induce the members 
having charge of the bill to delay or withdraw it, or 


perhaps procure some clerk to steal and secrete it 
when too late to substitute another. Sometimes he 
frightened the member urging its passage by getting 
many of his influential constituents to sign a protest 
against the bill. Sometimes both methods were em- 
ployed. He was especially useful in getting the al- 
lowance of claims by Congress or the State Legisla- 
ture. These claims were usually apocryphal. Take a 
few instances: 

‘*Suppose that General Washington on his way to 
New York to be inaugurated President of the United 
States had met with an accident; that his horse had 
been lamed and he had borrowed one from a farmer 
and had failed to return it. Suppose the descendants 
of this farmer now make a claim against the United 
States for the value of this horse and interest thereon. 
Lawrence Lobby here would be useful. Of course he 
would claim that the animal was of remarkably rare 
breed and that his value with interest would amount 
to many thousand dollars. Or suppose when General 
Washington was crossing the Delaware to capture 
the Hessians he had used boats belonging to a naviga- 
tion company and had failed to take good care of 
them and to pay either for the damage done or for 
the use of the boats. The claim that Lobby would 
make against the Government with~ accumulated in- 
terest would amount to a colossal sum. Or suppose 
that when the battle of Bunker Hill was fought some 
of the brave Continentals had run over a bean patch 
belonging to a Boston gardener and the descendants 
of the owner of this bean patch had employed Lobby 
to recover damages: he would certainly have claimed 
that there had been the destruction of the finest col- 
lection of green beans that Boston ever knew. The 
alleged value of the vegetables thus destroyed would 
be prodigious, and the interest since accumulated 


thereon amount to enough to make even a billion- 
dollar Congress pause. 
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(Continued from page 264.) 
peared. These things can often be shown so conclusively that they 
cannot be successfully denied. 

Fortunately for the interests of justice, manufacturers of typewriters, 
in the process of the development and improvement of machines, have 
made many changes that fix certain dates in the history of typewriting. 
The first fact to be considered in such inquiries is to find when a certain 
machine, the work of which is in question, first came into use, and then 
it is important to learn and be able to prove when any changes were 
made that affected the written record. 

Naturally the first and most important point for consideration is the 
design, size and proportions of the type faces. There have been constant 
changes in these particulars on all the older machines on the market, 
and in such an investigation it is simply necessary to have for com- 
parison authentic dated specimens from the particular kind of machine 
the work of which is under investigation. Fortunately the Remington 
typewriter, the machine that has been longest on the market, shows 
many changes during its long history that indicate unquestionably 
certain fixed dates in the work of this machine. These changes were 
made in the natural course of the improvement of the typewriter, but 
the result is just as useful in determining for this explicit purpose. 

The interests of justice would be served if manufacturers would delib- 
erately make such slight changes at intervals of five or ten years, even 
when improvements and changes in the machine did not actually re- 
quire it.- There would also, no doubt, be some advantage in a business 
way to the manufacturer to be able to determine the age of his machine 
simply by inspecting their work. Some few changes have been made in 
type designs for this particular purpose. All changes in type designs 
and sizes are inconspicuous and may actually be unknown to some who 
are identified with the typewriter industry. 

In taking up the investigation of the date of a typewritten document, 


_. 





Fig. 7—Two Smith-Premicr 9’s. One 
opened more. The lower the later char- 
acter, and the first used in 1897. En- 
larged x 25. 

effort should first be made to find, 
if possible, the actual machine on 
which the document was written, and 
there should be available dated speci- 
mens of typewriting with information 
as to changes that affect the type- 
written result in a definite way. Manu- 
facturers are more than willing to co- 
operate in such inquiries and thus as- 
sist in counteracting the prevalent er- 
roneous opinion that the invention of 
the typewriter was a lucky day for the 
forger. It is impossible to illustrate 
all the phases of this interesting and 
important subject, but the aecompany- 
ing illustrations show a few of the fea- 


tures by which a fraudulent document 
Fig. 8.—Smith-Premier Capitals of 1896 and 1897, showing change in width. 
Zhe fact alone indicated conclusively teas, 2 aoemeeen Gated 1893, in the case may be exposed. 
of Hunt v. Peshtigo Lum ompan sconsin), was written after 1896— . 5 
the first specimen from machine No, 2, No. 9,466; the second from No. 2, No. 20,017. Rochester, N. Y., April, 1907. 


j 
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LIST OF ATTORNEYS 
IN UNITED STATES, CANADA AND 
EUROPE. 


(Revised Monthly.) 


The Attorneys named in this list have been 
recommended by banks, bankers, or other 
equally reliable parties, as lawyers of in 
tegrity and tested ability. We believe 
that every one of them is worthy of the 
endorsement which we give by the plac- 
ing of their names herein. If, however, 
there is known to our subscribers, at any 
time, anything which reflects discredit 
ably upon any one thus endorsed, we 
will appreciate full information of the 
facts, and if our thorough information 
shows that the complaints are well 
founded, the list will be purged accord 
ingly All such complaints will be 
treated as confidential. When sending 
business to attorneys and firms reported 
always mention THE AMERICAN LAW- 
YER. Counties are named in parentheses 
(), and county seats indicated by a * 


REPRESENTATION IN THIS LIST 
WILL BE GIVEN ACCREDITED AT- 
TORNEYS ON FAVORABLE TERMS 


Alabama. 


Athens* (Limestone)........ W. R Bg ilker 
Bessemer (Jefferson).......-++48 J. A. Estes 
BIRMINGHAM (Jefferson) 

GH C. CRANE, 205 Title Guar- 
antee 3uilding Collections, depo 
sitions, bankruptcy. References: Jef 
ferson County Savings Bank, Decatur 
Car Wheel and Manufacturing Com 
pany, Birmingham; American Dry 
Goods Association, New York; United 
Bonded Collection Company, Atlanta 

Decatur (Morgan)..........-.. E. W. Godbey 


Dothan (Henry).......... Gaines & Fuller 
Florence* (Lauderdale)..John T. Ashcraft 
Gadsden* (Etowah)....... Ss. W. Johnston 
Greensboro* (Hale)........... Cc. E. Waller 
Heflin® (Cleburne)... ...s0.csscccess 


MERRILL & MERRILL 
Refer to Bank of Heflin. 
Huntsville* (Madison) 
BUR MIT Refer to W. R 
Rison Banking Company 
LAWRENCE COOPER. lefers to 
Huntsville Bank & Trust Co. 
Livingston* (Sumter)..Reuben & Chapman 
Mobile* (Mobile)...... Vaughan & Gaillard 
Montgomery* (Montgomery) 
HOLLOWAY & BROWN 
J. Lee Holloway, Armstead Brown 
Refer to First National Bank. 


Monroeville* (Monroe)....... T. S. Wiggins 
New Decatur (Morgan)....Send to Decatur 
Opelika® (Lee)..........+.- Barnes & Duke 
Selma* (Dallas)......... Pettus & Jeffries 


Talladega* (Talladega)..JAMES C. BURT 
Refers to Isbell Nat'l Bank and First 
Nat'l Bank. 

Tuscaloosa* (Tuscaloosa)..Foster & Jones 

Tuscumbia* (Colbert)...... Kirk & Almon 

Tuskegee* (Macon)...... Charles W. Hare 

Union Springs* (Bullock)............ 


Refers to Merchants’ and Farmers’ 


Bank. 
Alaska. 
DOO. cick cas stove eens Malony & Foote 
Rampart... ....ccccccesccccess oS Allen 
WER, «6.60 saccce se ena vases Edmund Smith 


Mining and Corporation Law. Reference: 
Valdez Bank & Mercantile Co. A. L. 
Levy & Co., Bankers, Valdez, Alaska. 


Arizona. 


Phoenix® (Maricopa).........-+++++++- 
CHALMERS & WILKINSON. Counsel 
The Incorporating Company of Ari- 
zona, Phoenix, Arizona. (Attorneys 
for Phoenix National Bank, Santa Fe 
Railway, Phoenix Street Railway, 

and other corporations.) ? 
Prescott* (Yavapai)..Robert E. Morrison 


Tombstone* ( Cochise) ...... S. A. D. Upton 

Tempe (Maricopa)........ Send to Phoenix 

Tucson*® (Pima)........+.-- F. M. Hartman 

Yuma® (Yuma).........+--+5- Cc. L. Brown 
Arkansas. 


Arkansas City* (Desha)....Henry Thane 
hdown (Little River)............-- 
rary Send to Texarkana 
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Bentonville* (Benton)...... W. D. Mauck 
Brinkley (Monroe).......... Cc. F. Greenlee 
Clarksville* (Johnson)....... J. E. Cravens 
Corning® (COMM < on0cctcuscesnee Db. Hopson 
Damvliae CRON sav cnsecesus H. F. George 
ves Are® (Praicie)...ccccress Fr. E. Brown 
Kldorado* (Union)......... Jesse B. Moore 


Eureka Springs (Carroll)..James & Fuller 
Refer to Citizens Bank. 

Fayetteville* (Washington)..J. W. Walker 

Fort Smith* (Sebastian)..A. A. McDonald 

Greenwood* (Sebastian)...... T. B. Pryor 

Hamburg* (Ashley)...... George & Butler 

Heber*® (Cleburne)..Send to Searcy, Ark 


Helena* (Phillips)......... Jas. C. Tappan 
tilope (Hempstead)....Send to Texarkana 
Hiot Springs* (Garland)....C. Floyd Huff 


lonesboro (Craighead) .........sssecee>s 
RIERSON & FRIERSON 
Refer to Johnson, Berger & Co., and 
Chapman & Dewey Lumber Co. 
Lewisville (Lafayette)..Send to Texarkana 
Little Rock* (Pulaski)...... Pugh & Wiley 
Lonoke* (Lenole).. .6<ccessawe Geo. Sibley 
Magnolia* (Columbia) .A. 5S. Kilgore 


Rate: CORED. sedae sod 6am J. W. Alley 
Osceola (Mississippi).......... J. T. Coston 
Paragould*® (Greene)......... + Jason Light 
Perryville® (Perry)....cssssced Jas. A. Vance 


Pine Bluff (Jefferson) 


Crawford & Gantt 


Russellville* (Pope)........... Davis & Son 
Searcy® (White)........0. S. Brundidge, Jr. 
rexarkana*® (Miller)........ Frank 8S. Quinn 
Van Buren* (Crawford)......... S. R. Chew 


Walnut Ridge* (Lawrence).W. E. Beloate 
Warren*® (Bradley)......... W. S. Goodwin 


California. 
Alameda* (Alameda)........ E. K. Taylor 
Bakersfield (Kern)........... Thomas Scott 


Kefers to Bank of Bakersfield. 
Berkeley (Alameda)... .sccceveseses 
Waite, Keyes & Martin, 301-305 First 
National Bank Bldg. Refer to First 
National Bank, University National 
Bank, Hunter Lumber Company, and 
kK. W Foss Lumber Company, of 


Berkeley, California. 
Colusea® (COONS .ciccclictnees E. Swinford 
Eureka* (Humboldt)........... W. L. Duff 


Fresno City* (Fresno)...Evarts & Ewing 
Refer to First National Bank. 
Glendora (Los Angeles)..B. B. BIDWELL 
References: Azusa Valley Bank, Azusa, 
California; Glendora Bank, Glendora, 
California. 
Healdsburg (Sonoma) E: M. Norton 
Long Beach (Los Angeles)....Carl Monk 
Refers to Bank of Commerce. 
Los Angeles* (Los Angeles).......... 
WORKS, LEE & WORKS, Suite 820 
H. W. Hellman Bldg. (John D. 
Works, late Associate Justice Supreme 
Court of California. Bradner W. 
Lee, Lewis R. Works). Attorneys for 


National Bank of California; Cali- | 


fornia King Gold Mines Co., New 
York; American Soda Fountain Co., 
Boston, &c. 
Modesta* (Stanislaus) P. J. Hazen 
Monterey (Monterey)...... Silas W. Mack 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Oakland* (Alameda)...@GEO. BE. DeGOLIA 
Pasadena (Los Angeles)............- 
Send to Los Angeles 
Vv. B. Haskell 


Petaluma (Sonoma) 





Watsonville (Santa Cruz) 





Holbrook é & "Maher 
_ Refer to the Bank of Watsonville. 
Woodland* (Yolo).......... Hurst & Hurst 
Colorado. 
Amethyst (Mineral)....... Albert L. Moses 


Aspen? CHUM oes csi cckenas H. C. Rogers 
Boulder (Boulder)...ALBERT A. BEED 
References: The Mercantile Bank & 
Trust Company, Boulder, Colorado; 
First National Bank, Boulder, Colorado: 
International Trust Co., Denver, Colo- 
rado; United States National Bank, 
Denver, Colorado. 
Colorado Springs* (El Paso)........ 
JAMES E. McINTYRE. Attorney for 
and refers to R. G. Dun & Co.; First 
National Bank, Colorado Springs. 
| Cripple Creek (El Paso). -B. W. Coleman 
Delta® (Delta)... <casscsbe Milard Fairlamb 
DENVER* (Denver)..BWING BOBINSON 
Reference: Columbia Savings and Law 
Association. 


ton Bldg. 
BR. D. THOMPSON... .Continental Bldg. 
Jurango* (La Plata)..... . Richard McCloud 
Refers to R. E. Sloan, Mgr. Graden 
Mercantile Co. and First National Bank 
Fort Collins* (Larimer) 
EOC —E wW. gy 4 Refers to the 
First National Bank. 
Grand Junction* (Mesa).. -Fry & Welsh 
Refer to Mesa County National Bank. 
Greeley* (Weld)............T. M. Freeman 
sunnison* (Gunnison)... Tre . T. Sapp 
Lake City* (Hinsdale)...... D. Bardwell 
ieadville* (Lake)........W Sitges H. Nash 
Loveland (Larimer).... LYMAN PORTER 
Twenty-five years’ experience. Refer- 
ence Court Officers, Banks. 
Montrose* (Montrose).......... Hugo Selig 
Ouray* (Ouray) -Story & Story 
Puavic® (PuUsRG« <vcancksccdss W. B. Vates 
Silverton (San Juan)......Frank L. Ross 
Refers to First National Bank, Mont- 
rose, Colo, and Silverton National 
Bank. 
Telluride* (San Miguel)...... E. C. Howe 
Trinidad* (Las Animas)....W. B. Morgan 


Connecticut. 
Ansonia (New Haven)....Holden & Holden 
Bridgeport* (Fairfield)... 
SPAFFO 


Danbury* (Fairfield). 
East Haddam (Middlesex) 


oO 
-Tweedy & Scott 


EX. Emory Johnson 
Greenwich (Fairfield)...... F. A. Hubbard 
HARTFORD* (Hartford) 
PRANK B. ° Refers to 
Charter Oak National Bank. See 
advertising card. 
|Meriden (New Haven)........ 
Cornelius J. " Danaher 
Middletown (Middlesex). .Cc. E. Bacon 
Moodus (Middlesex). - Send to East Haddam 
| Moosup* (Windham). W. DANIELSON 
Reference: Wiadhem Co. National 
| Bank, Danielson, Conn. 
Naugatuck (New Haven)..Thomas Bowen 
New Britain (Hartford).........C. S. Burr 


Pomona (Los Angeles)........ J. A. Gallup | New Haven* (New Haven).......... 
tedding (Shasta)............. Geo. Bush | ALBE MATHEWSO Ex- 
Riverside* (Riverside)...... G. A. French change Bldg., “Judge City Court, New 
Sacramento* (Sacramento) 


San Bernardino* (San perenery? 


. W. Gregg | 


SAN FRANCISCO* (San Francisco) 
ADAMS & ADAMS 
San Diego*® (San Diego)........cee ° 
SAMUEL K. WOODWORTH. 
Refers to First National Bank. 
. Commercial, Corpora- 
"tion, Probate and Real Estate Law. | 
Special Collection Department. Re- 
ferred to Citizens’ Savings Bank, San 
Diego Savings Bank or American 
National Bank. 
San Jose* (Santa Clara)....J. S. McGinnis 
San Luis Obispo* (San Luis Obispo) 


L. A. Enos 

Santa Ana* (Orange)...... Ray Billingsley 
Santa Barbara* (Santa Barbara)...... 

J. T. Richards 


Santa Cruz* (Santa Cruz)......J. H. Logan 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Santa Monica (Los Angeles)....... 


Ae Ms 
Santa Rosa* (Sonoma)..John T. Campbell | 


Stockton* (San Joaquin)......R. W. 
Tulare (Tulare)............e.3. W. Allen 
Poage 


Ukiah (Mendocino)..........+.W. 


Robert T. Devlin 


Haven. References: Any bank in 
| New Haven. 

Cc. H. HaRRIMAN, 42 Church Street. 
Corporation Law. References New 
Haven Trust Co.; First National 
Bank; Tradesman National Bank. 

| New London* (New London). 

Arthur B. “Calkins 
Newtown (Fairfield)..Charles H. Northrop 
Norwalk (Fairfield).......... 

Warner & Goldschmidt 
| Norw ich* (New Lanne . -Wallace S. Allis 
Rockville ¢Tolland)........Charles Phelps 
Shelton (Fairfield).... ANDREW J. 
|Stamford (Fairfield)..... ...Curtis & Curtis 
Torrington (Litchfield)....Walter Holcomb 
| Wallingford (New Haven)... 


| . D. Fowler 
| Waterbury (New Haven)......J. J. O'Neill 
| Willimantic (Windham)......Curtis Dean 

Windsor Locks (Hartford)..J. W. Johnson 
| Winsted (Litchfleld).................. 


@ BD 
Practice in both Federal and State 
Courts. Special attention to Cor- 


poration, bate and Commercial 
Law in all its branches. References: 

Hurlbut National and 
National Bank. 





Delaware. 


Robt. H. Van Dyke 
Georgetown* (Sussex)....Joseph L. Cahill 
Wilmington* (New Castle) 

MARVEL & MARVEL, Rooms 302-309 
DuPont Building. Refer to First 
National Bank, The Wilmington 
Trust Company, The Pusey & Jones 


Dover* (Kent) 


Company and The Charles Warner | 


Company. 


District of Columbia. 


WASHINGTON (Washin 
ALEXANDER 
Seventh St., 


ton) 

WELL, No. 607 

N. W. Attorneys and 
Counsellors - at - Law (established 
1857). Specialties: Procurements of 
patents and trade-marks. Also ex- 
pert opinions and litigation con- 
nected therewith. Practice in all 
Federal Courts. Lawyers are in- 
vited to write us for our book 
information concerning patents and 
trade-marks. 

BERRY & MINOR, Colorado Bldg., 
& G sts., N. W. (Walter V. R. Berry, 
Benjamin S. Minor). Refer to Ameri- 
can Sec’y & Trust Co. the Ameri- 
can Nat'l Bank, Italian Embassy, 
Swiss Legation, etc. Practice before 
all courts and the departments. Spe- 
cial collection department. Long dis- 
tance telephone. 

BRANDENBURG & E= ARE REeES, 
Fendall Bidg., 344 D St, N. W. (E. 
Cc. Brandenburg, Author ‘of Branden- 
burg on Bankruptcy). Corporation 
and commercial law, patents and 
claims against United States. At- 
torneys for Central National Bank, 


etc. 

VERNON E. HODGES, 800 H St., N. 
W. Attorney and Counselor-at-Law. 
Patent Causes. Practice before the 
Federal Courts of the U. S. and the 
Courts of the District of Columbia 
and the U. S. Patent Office. Refer- 
ences among Lawyers and Clients all 
over the U. 8S. and Canada, as well as 
various Banks of the District of 
Columbia. See card. 

WALTER C. CLEPHANE, ['endal! 
Building. Author “Clephane on Busi- 
ness Corporations.” Refer to Sec- 
ond National Bank and National Sav- 


ings & Trust Co. 
Plorida. 
Spalechione. (Franklin)......... W. Oven 
Bartow (Polk) ........ceseeces W. Brady 
Braidentown (Manatee)...... J. J. Stewart 
Chipley (Washington)..W. O. bet agg Sr. 
Gainesville* (Aluchua)....... ---H. Davis 
Jacksonville* (Duval).......-+.+++++- 
PER & COOPER 
Jasper* (Hamilton)........+++:. A. B. Small 
Key West* (Monroe).......--- J. M. Phipps 


Marianna* (Jackson)..Benjamin 8S. Liddon 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Milton (Santa Rosa) homas F. West 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Ocala* (Marion) 
Orlando* (Orange) 
Palatka* (Putnam) Henry Strunz 
Palmetto (Manatee) F. Wilson 
Refers to Manatee County State Bank 
Pensacola* (Escambia) Cc. Binkle 
Perry (Taylor) AD 
St. Augustine* (St. John). = W. Dewhurst 
Tallahassee* (Leon) R. W. Williams 
Tampa* (Hillsboro)... PRAZIER & MABRY 
eferences: The Bradstreet Co. Ex- 
change National "Coe of Tampa; The 
American Surety ts) 
. M. SIMONTO 


References: onteant? Bank & arent 
Co. and R. G. Dun & Co., Tampa; and 
Bank of Ybor City, Ybor City, Pia. 


<1 a hee ea Green 


Georgia. 
Abbeville (Wilcox)......-- 
Aarian (Emanuel)...... to Swainsboro 
Albany (Dougherty)..Wooten & Hofmayer 
Americus (Sumter)...... » Hawkins 
Ashburn (Worth)........+++. A. Comer 


Refers to J. 8S. Re & bo. and W. 

A. Murray, Ashburn 
Athens*® (Clarke)......... Thomas F. Green 
Corporation and commercial practice 
a specialty. Refers to Athens Sav- 
ings Bank, Georgia National Bank 
je Southern Mutual Insurance Com- 
Atlanta® (Fulton) 
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Augusta* (Richmond)..HENRY 8S. JONES 
342 Broad st. Refers to L. ©. Hayne, 
president National Bank of Augusta; 
Pianters’ Loan & Trust Co. 

Bainvridge* (Decatur) T. 5. Hawes 

siakely* (Hariy)...... 
Refers to Bank of Biakely and First 
National Bank of ND. 


eee eens 


Boston (Thomas)........+.+.-. . U. Merritt 
Refers to Bank of Boston and Mer- 
chants’ & barmers’ Bank. 

Brunswick* (Glynn).......... Rh. LD. Meader 

|}buchanan* (tiaraison)...W. PF. Robinson 

Buena Vista® (Marion).... Geo. bk. Munro 

Carroilton® (Carroll)........ Ss. Holderness 

Cartersville*® (16arlOW).......cesceennee 

NEEL & PEEFLES | 

Cedartown*® (Polk).........«.. J. K. Davis 

Columbus (Muskogee)......... W. G. Love 


|} Cordele (Dooly) 


of | 


14th | 


J. @ JONES 
Vaiton* (Whitefield).C. D. McCutcheon, Jr. 


Vawson* (Terreli)........ M. ©. HKdwards 
Douglas (Colfee)....O’Steen & Tomlinson 
Dubiin (Laurens)..Geo. Wilton Williams 
Kastman* (Dodge)........... J. F. DeLacy 
|Katonton (Putnam)...... W. B. Wingfield 
BElberton*® (Elbert).......... Z B. Rogers 
Fitzgerald (iIrwin)....... Hapgood & Cutts 
Gainesville* (Hall)............ H. H. Perry 





Garfield (Emanuel)....Send to Swainsboro 
Graymont (Emanuel)..Send to Swainsboro 


Griffin® (Spalding)............M. W. Beck | 
Hartwell* (Hart)........ Julian B. McCurry 
Homerville* (Clinch)........ Ss. L. Drawdy 
Jessup*® (Wayne)........... OQ. F. Littlefield 


Refers to Jessup bea Co. 


La Grange* (Troup). - Harwell & Lovejoy 
Lumpkin* 


_—- Teererre T. Hicke 
Macon* (Bibb).......... Richard K. Hines 
Moultrie* (Colquitt) waales «se J. D. McKenzie 
Montezuma (Macon)....... J. M. Du Pree 


Mt. Vernon (Montgomery)..M. B. Calhoun 
Refers to Mt. : eae Bank. 


Newnan owetnd eendwass W. M. Glass 
Perry* (Hou on). Setebiscene c. Cc. Duncan 
Reidsville* (Tattxail) Ride ies tone 4 H. C. Beasley 
Rome og | | PP b>: Cc. E. Carpenter 
Savannah* (Chatham)................ 
HZ & DENMARK 
Refer to Citizens’ Bank, Merchants’ 
Nat. Bank, R. G. Dun & Co., and The 


Bradstreet Co., all of Savannah. 


Stillmore (Emanuel). -Send to Swainsboro 
Summertown (Emanuel) hWethe sen ondae 
Send to Swainsboro 


Summit (Emanuel)....Send to Swainsboro 
Swainsboro* (Emanuel) . -Safford & Larsen 
Thomasville* (Thomas)............... 

Hansell, speeinty re & MacIntyre 


Thomson* (McDuffle). John T. West 
‘ Refers to the Bank ‘of ‘Thomson. 

Valdosta* (Lowndes)......... D. B. Small 

Refers to Citizens’ Bank of Valdosta. 
Waycross* (Ware).......... i. a Wilson 
Waynesboro* (Burke)....Seaborn H. Jones 
West Point (Troup). .BENJAMIN x. HILL 
Idaho. 

Boise City* (Ada)....BICHARDS & HAGA 
Caldwell*® (Canyon)......... H. A. Griffiths 
Challis® (Custer) ....2...... L. H. Johnston 


Emmett (Canyon) Geo. F. Zimmerman 
Refers to Bank of Emmett and First 
Nat’l Bank. 

Idaho Falls* (Blackfoot)... .. 

Lewiston* (Nez Perces)..JAMES E. 

Malad (Oneida).............. D. DAVIS 
Refers to J. N. Ireland & Co., Bankers. 

Meadows (Washington) A. B. Lucas 
Refers to Meadows State Bank. 

Moscow* (Latah)........ James H. Forne 

Pocatello* (Bannock) F. S. Deitric 


B. J. Brig 





Salmon City* (Lemhi).........F. J. Cowen 
Wallace* (Shoshone)......... A. G. KERNS 
Tilinois. 

Abingden ae MEER es eke W. H. Clarke 
Alton (Madison). ...H. S. Baker 
Amboy (Lee)...... C HL. Wooster 
pron 4 (Douglas)......... Send to Mattoon 
Assumption (Christian).Dowdall & Franklin 
Aurore (HARE). occccccces M. O. Southworth 
Beardstown (Cass).......... R. R. Hewit 
Belleville* (St. Clair)...... R. W. Ropiequet 


Attorney for First National Bank.* 
Belvidere* (Boone) Fuller & Israel 
Bloomington* (McLean)....Calvin Rayburn 


; Greenup (Cumberland) . 
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Carthage* (Hancock) D. Mack & Son 
Chenoa (McLean)............ 


O. W. Batrum 

CHICAGO* (Cook) 
FERGUSON & GOODNOW, 
Trust Bldg., 
Commercial, 


ee 


Title & 
100 Washington st. 
Corporation, Probate, 
Real Estate Law and Trade Mark 
Cases. Refer to Prairie National 
Bank and Chicago Title & Trust Co. 

& COOK. References: Chicago: 
Commercial National Bank, Metro- 
politan Trust and Savings Bank, 
Chicago and Milwaukee Electric Rail- 
road Company, Chicago Title and 
Trust Company. New York: C. P. 
Treat (Railroad Contractor). Brook- 
lyn: Bejamin Moore & Company, and 
ovhers on request. 


Chillicothe (Peoria)...... Send to Peoria 
Danvers (McLean)........ See Bloomington 
Danville* (Vermillion)..B. A. 
Decatur* (Macon)...... Mills & a 
EPG? CIIGMGID) . 6s ce ccccccce Cc. eo Boise 
CRM iewkdeaataeeads Beemer 
East St. Louis (St. Clair). ‘iam Cc. Smith 
Effingham* (Effingham)...... Wright Bros. 
errr F. E. Shopen 
Elmwood (Peoria)......... Send to®*Peoria 
El Paso (Woodford)...... J. F. Bosworth 
Fairfield (Wayne).......... Geo. W. Johns 
Freeport* (Stephenson)...W. N. Cronkrite 
Refers to German Bank of 
Fulton (Whiteside)......... L. Holleran 


Galena* (Jo Davies) Martin J. Dillon 
Galesburce® Gime) . . ae ccciecese POST 
Gifford (Champaign)...Send to Champaign 
-Send to Mattoon 
EERSTE GTE™ CHRIS) 0 5.000 ckegidct cases 
Choisser, Whitley & Kane 
Henry (Marshall) Fred 8S. Potter 
Hillsboro* (Montgomery)....Thos. M. Jett 
See” 4 es cf edans cca Higgins & Walter 
Kankakee* (Kankakee) Savary & Ruel 
Refer to First National mane. 
. Wilson 


Kewanee (Henry) 
“TE ts "Magoon 


Lacon (Marshall) 
Refer to First National Bank. 
Lincoln* (Logan) Samuel L. Wallace 


Macomb* (McDonough)........ B. Vose 

Marion* (Williamson)...... Geo. W. Young 

NO: HED inno 454 094600 eb ce0ndse 
Edward C. & James W. Craig, Jr. 


Refer to Mattoon National Bank and 
Cumberland County Bank, Neoga, Ill. 
Moline* (Rock Island). Us 
References: People's Savings ‘Bank & 
Trust Company, State Savings Bank & 
Trust Company, Moline Trust & Sav- 
ings Bank, Deers & Company. 


Momence (Kankakee)........ “ i 
Monmouth* (Warren)......... J. own 
Mound City* (Pulaski). ‘Witilam Po Wall 
Mount Carmel* (Wabash) . .5. R. Putnam 
Mount Carroll* (Carroll........ F. S. Smith 
Mount Sterling* (Brown)....S. A. Hubbard 
Mount Vernon* (Jéfferson) . .C. H. Patton 
Neoga (Cumberland)...... Send to —— 
Olnmey* (Richland)............. 

Cee. COMER). oc cccvccccees 

Ottawa* (La Salle).. 

Pana (Christian)......... 

Paris* (Edgar).... 

PURtOR® (CPOTE).. ccccccccccee 





Pekin* (Tazewell) 
Philo (Champaign). 
Pontiac* (Livingston). 


J. 
-Send to Champaign 
W. C. Graves 
Refers to Pontiac State Bank, Living- 


ston County National Bank and Na- 
tional Bank of Pontiac. 
Princeton* (Bureau)........ H. M. Trimble 
Quincy* ((Adams)....... ...-H. B. Coffield 
Rantoul (Champaign)....Thomas J. Roth 
Ridgway (Gallatin)......... W. S. Phillips 
Robinson (Crawford)...... ---- BE. S& Stile 
Rockford* (Winnebago)...... A. P. 
Rock Island* (Rock Island).......... 
E. E. Parmenter 
'Rushville* (Schuyler)...Glas & Bottenberg 
Refer to the Bank of Rushville. 
| Saybrook (McLean)...... See Bloomington 
Shelbyville* (Shelby)....Walter C. Headon 
Springfield* (Sangamon). Come & Irwin 
Streator (La Salle)........ Walter Reeves 
Sullivan* (Moultrie) nee cade Peadro & Sentel 
Sumner (Lawrence)............ 8S. C. Lewis 
Sycamore* (De Kalb) Ceniaceae G. W. Dunton 
Taylorville* (Christian)..James M. Taylor 
Refer to H. M. Vanderveer & Co., 
bankers. 
Toulon (Stark)............ Allen P. Miller 
—— to Bank of Burge, Dewey & 
Vandalia* (Fayettte).......... B. W. Henry 
Waterloo*® (Monroe)........ has. Morrison 
Watseka* (I uois)....John P. Pallissard 
Refers to First National Bank Crescent 


| Waukegan* (Lake)...... 


Broadlands (Caan) dedbax teseceau 
end to Champaign 
Bushnell (McDonough). ...David Chambers 
Cairo* (Alexander)....... Langsdon & Leek 
Cambridge* (Henry)...... Almon H. Linn 
Refers to First. National Bank. 
Canton (Fulton)............0565- J. Heylin 

Carbondale (Jackson)..............++. 
Andrew S. Caldwell | 


City, Ill.; First National Bank, St. Anne, 


.....--E. L. Clarke 
Winchester* (Scott)...........J. M. Riggs 





a 
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W oodstock* 
Yorkville* 


(McHenry)...... D. & 
(Kendall)......... J. 


J oslyn 
Fitzgerald 


Indiana. 
Anderson* (Madison)....J. R. Thornburgh 
Angola* (Steuben)......eHmmet A Bratton 
Argos (Marshall) eon ; See Plymouth 


Auburn*® (De Kalb).. -Daniel M. Link 
Refers to Auburn State Bank 
Batesville (Ripley) Cravens & Cravens 
Bedford* (Lawrence) .Brooks & Brooks 
Bloomington*® (Monroe)..Llouden & Louden 
Bourbon (Marshall).... ...S8ee Plymouth 
Brazil*® (Clay) -.---.+-Geo. A. Knight 
Bristol (Elkhart).......... Send to Goshen 
Brownstown® (Jackson). ......sccovces 
Applewhite & Robertstown 
Columbia City* (Whitley)..... E. K. Strong 
Columbus* (Bartholomew)............ 
William J. Beck 
Corydon* (Harrison)............. G W. Self 
Crawfordsville* (Montgomery)........ 
Robert W. Caldwell 
Crown Point* (Lake) ..Willis C. McMahan 
Decatur* (Adams)....James T. Merryman 
Rikhart’ (iithart)....ccccsccace P. L. Turner 
Klwood (Madison)........ Greenlee & Call 
Evansville* (Vanderbergh)............ 
LOUIS J. HERMAN 
Fort Wayne* (Allen)..VESEY & VESEY 
Refer to First National Bank and Fort 
Wayne Trust Co. 


Frankton (Madison)..........¢ J. M. Farlow 
Goodland (Newton)......... J. W. Oswald 
Goshen* (Elkhart)........ E. E. Mummert 
Greencastle (Putnam)........Jackson Boyd 
Greentfield* (Hancock)......... W. W. Cook 


Greensburg* (Decatur)..Myron C. Jenkins 
INDIANAPOLIS (Marion) 

BAMBERGER & FEIBLEMAN, 7()1-706 
State Life Bldg Refer to any Bank 
or Trust Company in Indianapolis. 

GAVIN & DAVIS. References: In- 
dianapolis: Any Bank or Trust Co., 
and any Judge of the Supreme or 
Appellate Court. FE. E. Gavin and 
Theo. P. Davis are former Judges 


of the Appellate Court of Indianap- 

olis. (Branch office Noblesville, Ind.) 
Jasper* (Dubois)...... Milburn & Sweeney 
La Porte* (La Porte)........ Weir & Doran 
Logansport* (Cass)........ Nelson & Myers 
Marion* (Grant)..........-. GUS 8. CONDO 
Mitchell (Lawrence)...... Send to Bedford 
Monticello* (White)....Spencer & Hamelle 
Muncie* (Delaware)...... Bingham & Long 
New Albany* (Floyd)......... Jacob Herter 
Peru® (Miami).........«s- W. B. McClintic | 
Plymouth* (Marshall)....Harley A. Logan 
Portland* (Jay)....... John F. La Follette | 
Remington (Jasper)....... Ira W. Yeoman 
Rensselaer* (Jasper)........ M. F. Chilcote 
Richmond* (Wayne)....Roscoe E. Kirkman 
Rockport* (Spencer)......-. F. A. Heuring 
Rockville* (Parke)..........-- Elwood Hunt 
Shoals (Martin)......... Carlos T. McCarty 


Refers to Martin Gounty Bank or any 
county official. 
South Bend* (St. Joseph)....Geo. A. Kurts 
Sullivan* (ones), Aree ee ee 
TOINETTE D. LEACH 
Commercial Ry especially. Depositions 


Teegarden (Marshall)........ See Plymouth 
ng ht Haute* (Vigo).........- A. J. Kelly | 

Valparaiso* (Porter).......-. W. E. Pinney 
Versailles* (Ripley)......4 Adam Stockinger 
Vincennes* CERO 52> cAkaea ee Oo. H. Cobb} 


Wabash* (Wabash)....THOMAS L. STITT | 
Washington* (Davies) . . Padgett & Padge tt | 
Winamac* (Pulaski)...........- Nye & Nye 


Indian Territory. 


Ardmore (Pickens).....-.-.-+e+2eeee00% 
POTTERF & WALKER | 
Bokchita (Choctaw Nation).......-. 
w. Cc. * Candill | 
Bristow (Creek Nation)....Send to Sapulpa 
Broken Arrow (Weste rn Dist.) «ssecs 
Send to Tulsa | 
Caddo (Choctaw Nation). ......«..+.+- 


Charles E. McPherren | 


Cattosa (Western District)..Send to Tulsa 
Chickasha* (Pickens)...... in ine ene 
‘ S M. FECHHEIMER 
Refers to First National Bank, Citizens’ 
National Bank, and Chickasha National 
Bank. 
Coweta (Creek Nation)..Send to Wagoner | 
Dawson (Western District) . .Send to Tulsa 
Inola (Creek Nation). Send to Wagoner | 
Marietta (District 21)........ J. C. Graham 
McAlester (District 15). i Cc. 
Mounde (Creek Nation)....Send to Sapulpa | 
Muldrow (North Dist.). . ...See Wagoner | 
Muscogee* (Creek Nation).........+.- 
” Hutchings, West & Parker' 
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Nowata (Cherokee Nation)............ 
Glass & Weaver 
Okmulgee (Creek Nation) Send to Sapulpa 
Poteau (Dist. 36). <ssikai Rosser & Varner 
Refer to First Nat. Bank and Poteau 
Nat. Bank, Poteau; Choctaw Commer- 
cial Bank, Spero; First Nat. Bank, 
Talihina. 
Porter (Creek Nation)....Send to Wagoner 
Salisaw (Cherokee Nation)............ 
Watts & McCombs 
Sapulpa* (Creek Nation)....Send to Tulsa 
Sulphur (District 21)....R. W. Shepherd 
Refers to First Nat. Bank and First 
State Bank 
Tahlequah* (Cherokee Nation)........ 
J. T. Parks 


Timhominge «srs xcaciancak S. C. Treadwell 
Tulsa (Western District)....... J. N. Gubser 
Refers to Bank of Commerce. 

Vinita (Cherokee Nation)........ P. Davis 
Wagoner (Creek Nation)........ J. H. Ford 
Iowa. 

Amale : CDRS) oo 5.6040 c00nceee F. E. Gates 
Albia* (Monroe)........ Townsend & Mason 
Algona* (Kossuth)......... E. V. Swetting 
Di: CEE 6 ie kan acdinen Walter E. Haynes 


Armstrong (Emmet)....Send to Estherville 
Atiantic® (CeSB)«.ccceccds a Boorman 
Aurelia (Cherokee).......... W. O. Striker 
Baldwin (Jackson)... 
Barnum (Webster)... 


-Send to Maquoketa | 





Hawarden (Sioux). 
Humboldt (Humboldt) . owbtcbebac 
Prouty, a & Prouty 

Independence* (Buchanan)....E. E. Hasner 
Indianola* (Warren).......... 0. C. Brown 

Refers to the Warren County Bank. 
lowa City* (Johnson).......J. Marner 
Knoxville* (Marion)........ 5. C. Johnson 
La Porte City (Blackhawk)..P. L. Hayzlett 
Lehigh (Webster)....Send to Aw: Dodge 
Le Mars* (Plymouth) a sis aie eee E. T. Bedell 

Refers to First National Bank. 
Lockridge (Jefferson)....Send to Fairfield 
Logan* (Harrison)....L. R. Bolter & Sons 


-Hutchinson & Plant 


Lorimer (Union)........... Send to Creston 
Lyons (Clinton)...... éwenes F. T. Holleran 
Malvern (Mills)...........D. E. Whitfield 
Maquoketa* (Jackson)...... D. T. Bauman 
Marengo* eunt ee eee eee ee . Hedges 


Marshalltown* (Marshall) reer se 
: Joseph H. Egermayer 
Mason City* (Cerro Gordo).......... 
Cliggett, Rule & Keeler 
Missouri Valley (Harrison)............ 
Frank Tamislea 
Mount Ayr* (Ringgold)..E. C. McMasters 
Mount Pleasant* (Henry). -Babb & Babb 
Muscatine* (Muscatine). . Jayne & Hoffman 
Refer to Hershey State Bank. 

Nashua (Chickasaw)...... W. P. Perrin 
Neola (Pottawattamie)..... J. G. Bradsley 
Nevada® (tery) s sscccccaces Bert B. Welty 
Newton* (Jasper).... HENRY SILWOOD 

Refers to First National Bank. 


| Orange City* (Sioux)...... Orr & Te Paske 


-Send to Fort Dodge 
Batavia (Jefferson)....... Send to Fairfield 
sedford* (Taye) «ss <0¢srnnen W. E. Miller 
Belleplaine (Benton)...... Cc. W. E. Snyder 
Bode (Humboldt)...... Send to Humboldt 
Boone* (Boone).......... DRYER & HULL 
Refer to The City Bank and Boone Co. 
Bank. 
Buckingham (Tama)........ Send to Traer 
Burlington* (Des Moines)....W. L. Cooper | 
Calmar (Winneshiek)..... Send to Decorah 
Carroll® (Carroll)........ Cc. E. Reynolds 


Cedar Falls (Blackhawk)....W. H. Merner 
Cedar Rapids (Linn) 
COOPER, CLEMENS & LAMB, Security 
Savings Bank Bldg. Practice in 
State and Federal Courts. Special 
collection department and collections 
solicited. Nectaries in office and depo- 
sitions taken. Refer to Cedar Rapids 
National Bank, Merchants’ National 
Bank and Security Savings Bank. 
DEACON & GOOD. General practice. 
Special attention given to insurance, 
probate and commercial law. Refer 





to Merchants’ National Bank or any 

bank or wholesale firm in Cedar 

Rapids. < 
Centerville (Appanoos).......... Fee & Fee 
| Charles City* CREO) <6. ccudee'a P. W. Burr 
Charter Oak (Crawford)....L. E. Goodwin 
Cherokee* (Cherokee)...... J. D. F. Smith 
Clarion* (Wright)......... Nagle & Nagle 
|Clearfield (Taylor).......... J. R. Plummer 
Clinton (Clinton).......... Davis & Wells 
Ciution CTRMM)’ cc. eseadipes Send to Traer 
Cooper (Green).......... Send to Jefferson 
Corning* (Adams)........ D. H. Meyerhoff 


Council Bluffs* (seta woe .F. Burke 
|Cresco* (Howard)....Converse & Grannin 


|Creston (Union)....... .....John M. Hays 
Dana (Greene).......... Send to Jefferson 
Davenportl (Scott)........ T. Petersberger 
|Dayton (Webster)........ ...J. H. Linburg 
| Decorah® (Winneshiek)...... i. F. Barthell 
Denison* (Crawford).......... P. Conner 
Des Moines* (Polk)........ ay R. Carson 
| Dinsdale (Tama)............ Send to Traer 


| Dubuque® (Dubuque) 

| & LYON, Cor. 5th & Main sts. 

Refer to First National Bank, Du- 

buque; American, Adams and U. 8. 

| Express Co.’s and any Dubuque manu- 
facturer or wholesaler; The H. B. 

Claflin Co., New York; Carson Perre, 
Scott & Co., Chicago. 

Duncombe (W nya .Send to Fort Dodge 

{Dunlap (Harrison)............T. E. Brady 


| Dysart (Tama)....... ‘i Send to Traer 

Eagle Grove (Wright)... Sylvester Flynn 

| Eldora* CRRAPEAN) « . . 5 sdelca -Ward & Hays 
Refer to First Nat'l Bank and Hardin 

| Co. Bank. 

Elkader* (Clayton)....... ...W. A. Preston 


Emmetsburg (Palo Alto)......E. B. Soper 
| Esthefville* ee -......M. H. Kendall 


Fairfield* (Jefferson).......... E. R. Smith 
| Fonda (Pocahontas)..... .Z. C. Bradshaw 
Forest City (Winnebago)..G. H. Belsheim 
Fort Dodgel (Webster)...... Frank Farrell 
Garner (Hancock)..Ramsay & Blackstone 
Glasgow (Jefferson)...... Send to Fairfield 


|Grand Junction (Greene)....W. W. Turner 
|Grinnell* (Poweshiek)........J. P. Lyman 
Grundy Center* (Grundy)..Elisha A. ry 
| Guthrie Center* (Guthrie).Wm. D. Milligan 
Hamburg* (Fremont)..Hamomnd & Stevens 


| Ottumwa* (Wapello).. 


Osceola* (Clarke)..... .W. S. Hedrick 
Oskaloosa (Mahaska).. . Irving Cc. Johnson 
Ossian (Winneshiek)....Send to Decorah 

i ” ‘George F. Heindel 
Postville ee ni og'a.d iad Fr. 8S. Burling 
Preston (Jackson). oe to Maquoketa 
Primghar* (O’Brien). .O. H. Montzheimer 


| Rock Rapids* (Lyon). cbeees aol Cc. J. Miller 
Rock Valley (Sioux)........ W. C. Leonard 
Rolfe (Pocahontas)........... Cc. C. Delle 
fh pe | Pe W. H. Hart 
Sanborn (O’Brien)........... J. A. Wilcox 
Schaller (Sac)....... a erry e A. P. Searle 
Sheldon (O’Brien).......... Boies & Roth 
Shenandoah (Page)........... Cc. Fs Keenan 
Sitley* (QeCweea ois <6 h26 ocwancas . J. Clark 


Sioux City* (Woodbury) JOHN a ‘JOSEPH 
Sioux Rapids (Buena Vista).D. F. Johnston 


Spencer® (Clay)...... Buck & Kirkpatrick 
Spirit Lake* (Dickinson) ‘caane L. BE. Francis 
yo) Ry, Yea W. S. Gallagher 
| Tipton* (Cedar)..Grimm, Trewin & Moffit 
Temer® CRMIG) scstes > os seb cde ‘— . PRATT 
Villisca (Montgomery). .E. c. Gibbs 
Vamton? Tien cues veacsvas Cato Sells 
Waterloo* (Blackhawk) .. Tr. cir te 





Edwards & Longley 
Refer to First National Bank, Waterloo 
Savings, Bank and Leavitt & Johnson 
National Bank. 
Webster City* (Hamilton)..Wesley Martin 
Winterset* (Madison).......... J. P. Steele 
Refers to Citizens’ National Bank, J. F. 
Tate, Gaston & Smith and Peters & Son 


Kansas. 


Abilene* (Dickinson). cone sgn WW, 2a 
Anthony* (Harper)........ | C. WiILcox 
Refers to Pirst " National Bank. 
Arkansas City eer rey. Ea Faulconer 
Atchison* (Atchison). 
‘: Ww. A. ‘Jackson 


H. M. 
Bellevue* (Republic)..........W. T 
Burlington* (Coffey)........E. 
Cimarron® (GrMY) «.cccccscccce Harry Brice 
Concordia* (Cloud) -..+-Park B. Pulsifer 
Cottonwood Falls* (Chase)..Johnston Bros. 
Council Grove* (Morris)......... 


0. 4 Morehouse 
Dighton? (Lame) < gascccnc ass . Simmons 
Dodge City* (Ford). . Sutton 
El Dorado* (butler). * Hamilton & Leydig 
Emporia* (Lyon)........... ae B. Kellogg 
Fort Scott* (Bourbon)....... M. Keene 
Fredonia* (Wilson)....... ‘RL W. McGrath 
Law office and Investment edonige 
Refers to State Bank of Fredo 
Garden City* (Finney).......G. Miller 
Refers to First National = Garden 
City Banks. 
Girara® (Crawford)...........T. Woolley 
Goff (Nemaha)........... .Send to Seneca 
Goodland* (Sherman)........Wilson Bros. 
Refer to First National Bank. 
Harper (Harper)..........Sam SS. Sisson 
Hiawatha* (Brown)..........W. F. 
Holton* (Jackson).... -Broderick & Rafter 
Refer to State Bank and First National 
Bank, Holton. 
Horton (Brown).........Means & Archer 
Hoxie (Sheridan).......W. F. Schultheis 
Hutchinson* (Reno).........H. Whiteside 
Jewell City (Jewell)....J. C. Postlethwait 
S. Roark 


Junction City* (Geary).....W. 





Kansas City (Wreatess> 
McFADDEN & M — Attorneys for 

the Merchants’ Bank 
THOS. J. WHITE. Refers to Merchants’ 


Bank, Commercial State Bank and 
Inter-State National Bank. 
Kingman* (Kingman)............-. G. Hay 
Te) rere L. Owens 
Refers to Bank of Kiowa. 
Labette (Labette).......... Send to Oswego 
Larned* (Pawnee)........-- H. Vernon 


Lawrence* (Douglas)...OBD CLINGMAN 
Corporation law and bankruptcy mat- 
ters a specialty. References: Mer- 
chants’ National Bank and Watkins 
National Bank. 

Leavenworth* (Leavenworth).......... 

Attwood & Hooper 

Lincoln* (Lincoln)......... Geo. D. Abel 

Lindsborg (McPherson). F. Hanson 

Lyons® (Rice)........ .Jones & Jones 

Manhattan* (Riley). an eee ih E. Hessin 

Marion* (Marion)..THOMAS O. KELLEY 


Maryevilles (Marshall)..John A. Broughton 
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Uniontown (Butler)...Send to Morganfield | 


Vanceburg* (Lewis). ie 0 aes W. C. Halbert 
Versailles* (Woodford)..... Field McLeod 
West Liberty* (Morgan)....W. B. Lykins | 
Winchester* (Clark)..... Beckner & Jouett 
Louisiana. 
Alexandria* (Rapides)...... Leven L. Hooe 
Baton Rogue* (E. Baton Rogue)..... 
A. Addison 
Clinton* (East Feliciana)....R. F. Walker | 
Donaldsonville* (Ascension)....E. Maurin | 
Farmerville (Union)...... Clifton Mathews | 
Homer* (Claiborne).,....... J. E. Moore | 
Marksville* (Avoyelles)...... William Hall | 
Monroe® (Quachita)..............se0- 
S, RUSSELL & THEUS 
New Orleans* (Orleans).............. 
THIL GER & DUFFY, 204 Camp 
Street. Commercial Law Deposi- 
tions. Members of The Associated 


Lawyers amepany. 


McPherson* (McPherson)..John D. Millikin | Rayville* (Richland). G. W. Smith 
Scada® (Meade). ete he hs A. T. Bodie, Sr. | Refers to Rayville State Bank 
Mound City* (Linn)........ John W. Poore | Shreveport® (Caddo).................. 
Mound Vailey* (Linn)....Send to Oswego Wise, Randolph & Randall 
Newton* (Harvey)...... Cyrus S. Bowman | Vidalia (Concordia)......... N. M. Calhoun 
Oberlin® (Decatur)...... G. Webb Bertram | Winnfield (Winn)......... John H. Mathews 
Osborne* (Osborne)........ J. K. Mitchell | Refers to Bank of Winfield. 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Oswego* (Labette)........ M. E. Williams 
Paola* (Miami). .Sheldon & Sheldon Maine. 
Pittsburg (Craw Gad) «i cuw en J. Watson | _ 
Pratt® . (Pratt)... ...ssc.0 . D. Crawford | Auburn* (Androscoggin)............... 
Russell* (Russell)... .. J. C. Ruppenthall, Jr i Oakes, Pulsifer & Ludden 
Salina® (Salina).......... ‘Thomas L. Bond | Augusta* (Kennebec)... -Heath & Andrews 
Seneca* (Nemaha)........./es-ee- S. P. Nold | Bangor* (Penobscot)........ Cc. F. Woodard 
Smith Centre* (Smith)........... E. S. Rice | Bath* (Sagadahoc)........ .-.J. M. Trott 
Stockton* (Rooks)..........-+e+. W. B. Ham | Biddeford (York)........ Goodwin & Snow 
Topeka* (Shawnee) e ow for York County Savings 
ARV & GARVER.. References: 3ank. 
wala of Topeka, Merchants’ National | Brunswick (Cumberland). Cc. E. Sawyer 
Bank, Topeka: N. W. Harris & Co., Refers to Union National Bank of 
Bankers, Chicago, Ill. =om, C a Brunswick. 
OMB & HAMIL » Crawfor ‘alais* (Washington)..Hanson & St. Claér 
Building. References: Bank of Tope-| Caribou (Aroostook).......2 A. B. Donworth 
ka, Merchants’ National Bank, Central Chelsea (Kennebec)...... Send to Gardiner 
National Bank. Cherryfield (Washington)..Fred I. Campbell 
Wakeeney*® (Trego)... ..-+++++0s5 A. H. Cox | Dexter (Penobscot)....... Crosby & Crosby 
Washington* (Washington)....C. F. Smith | pover* (Pp iscataquis)...... Peaks & Smith 
Wellington* (Sumner)...... Ed. T. Hackney | Eastport (Washington)....H. L. Newcomb 
Wichita* (Sedgwick)...... Brown & Brown | Farmington* (Franklin)....E. O. Greenleaf 
Winfield* ee ey) aprEnre Attorneys Refers - Ages Nat'l B’k and Franklin 
HA NEY 2 > Co. Sav 3" 
for First Nat'l Bank, Winfeld Gas &/ fort Fairfield (Aroostook) roe W. T. Spear 
Water Cos., Bell Telephone Company-/| Gardiner (Kennebec)....Geo. W. Heselton 
y rer to wre — the City. Houlton* (Aroostook)..... James Archibald 
fates Center OOGSON ) . «oo ses eee ses Lewiston (Androscoggin)....N. H. Judkins 
Rirkeoteeet & eo Livermore: Falls (Androscoggin)...... 
Refer to Yates Center National Ba John H. Maxwell 
) a c J e rec 4 “ie 
Kentucky. Glavewa, (eenshenet)... 2... Clarence Scott 
Yreen*® (W: 2n)..W. W. Mansfield | Pittsfield (Somerset) cesses -J3. W. Manson 
Bowes iavilte® (Taylor) syste: R. E. Puryear | Pittston (Kennebec)...... Send to Gardiner 
Clinton® (Hickman).....-+.++ W. Ray Moss | «ortland* (Cumberland)............... 
® (Kenton). ......seseesecess W. DYER, 36 Exchange St., 
ag RERBE : RT JACKSON. (Also at Cincin- Portland, Me. Especial attention 
nati, Ohio.) given corporation law and organiza- 
MACKOY & MACKOY. (Also at Cin- a, Berens: | Comortend Na- 
ati, Ohio.) ona ank, ortland, Me 
Deaville’ (Boyle) r3 owas bc cee Chas. C. Fox} Randolph (Kennebec)....Send to Gardiner 
Falmouth* (Pendleton)..... Guy H. Fossitt | Rockland* (Knox)..Edward B. MacAllister 
Frankfort* (Franklin).....- D. W. Lindsey |Saco*® (York)..............-. Geo. E. Grant 
Grayson* (Carter)........++. E. B. Wilhoit | Sanford (York).............. Fred J. Allen 
Greenup* (Gre nano) oe te anes eat W. T. Cole Attorney for Sanford Nationa! Bank. 
Hazard* (Perry).....-+-++++- W. H. Miller | Skowhegan* (Somerset)....Geo. W. Gower 
Hardinsburg (Breckenridge)........-- South Paris* (Oxford)....... Jas. S. Wright 
Morris Eskridge | Thomaston (Knox)......... J. H. H. Hewitt 
Refers to Bank of Hardinsburg. Waterville (Kennebec)....Harvey D. Eaton 
Henderson* fi aaerson).. cm > Cn West Gardiner (Kennebec).Send to Gardiner 
Lexington ayette)......... 
JISVILLE* (Jefferson).........--- 
\OVERABUE, DOOLAN & COX, Columbia Maryland. 
BINGHAM & DAVIES, Louisville Trust | Annapolis* (Anne Arundel)........... 
Bldg. James R. Brashears 
Maysville* Giese) veeeeee Milton Johnson | pA LTIMORE (Baltimore) 
Middlesboro (Bell)......-++-+2-++++:- MORRIS HOWARD 
RHORER, AINSWORTH & DAWSON. ) Air* (Hartford)..Whittaker & Robinson 


National Bank of Mid- 





References: Cambridge* (Dorchester)..Wm. O. Mitchell 
dlesboro, Citizens’ Bank and Trust . Chestertown* (Kent).......... John D. Urie 
Morganfield (Union).......-. W. T. Harris | Grisfield (Somerset)..........-........ 
Morgantown* (Butler)...Newton W. sane Send to Princess Anne, Md. 
efers to John M. Carson Banking Co. | Cumberland* (Allegany). .L. C. McMichael 
Mount Sterling* (ontapeea? R.’ Prewitt | Refers to First National Bank and Sec- 
” Washington ond National Bank of Cumberland. 
Newport* (Campbell). -Comee WwW ells Venton* (Caroline)........ Henry R. Lewis 
Owensboro*® (Daviess)......-- “HL G. Botts | Easton® (Talbot).......... J. Frank Turner 
Se, SONS? « «3 etnies ‘“\W. V. Baton | Elkton* (Cecil)......... L. Marshall Haines 
Paducah® (McCracken)....... * R Mann Frederick* (Frederick)... ... E. L. Coblentz 
Paris*. (Bourbon). ...-+++++s.s00% |Hagerstown* (Washington)........... 
Pikeville* (Pike)......-++.. T. H. Harman | LEWIS D. SYESTER 
Prestonsburg* | (Floyd). Arete - veins | Refers to First National Bank. 
ee (Madison). -... +3 Ww. We. Cooper | Hancock (Washington)..... John T. Mason | 
ees *(pulaski). Smith & Brown | Princess Anne* (Somerset)....Gordon Tull 
Sturgis (Union)...... Send to Morganfield Refers to Savings Bank of Somerset 


Taylorsville* j) SEREEE ...--Lew B. Brown 


County and Bank of Crisfield. 


Salisbury* (Wicomico)..... 
Snow Hill* (Worcester) 
Westminster* (Carroll) 


Toadvin & Bell 
A. P. Barnes 
Chas. E. Fink 


Massachusetts. 
| Adams (Berkshire)............ N. H. Bixby 
Amesbury (Essex)........ Jacob T. Choate 
Amherst (Hampshire)....Send to Holyoke 


|Ashburnham (Wore ester) 


Send to Fitchburg 
Athol (Worcester) R. Harlow Back 
| Attelboro (Bristol).Send to North Attleboro 
| Barnstable* (Barnstable) H. H. Baker 
BOSTON (Suffolk) 

BOWDOIN 8S. PARKER, 31 Milk Street. 
General practice, State and Federal 
Courts. Refers to Atty. Gen. Dana 
Malone; others by request. 

DURBRGIN, 18 Tremont St. 
We represent U. S. Fidelity & Guar- 
anty Co., Martindale, American Law- 
yer’s Quarterly, Clearing House Quar- 
terly, National Surety Co., Hubbell’s 
Legal Directory, Sharp & Alleman. 
AXE & » Room 55, 16 State St. 
Also at Worcester, Mass. Corpora- 
tion, Insurance, Commercial and Real 
Estate Law. Refer to First National 
Bank, Boston; The People’s and Me- 
chanics’ Savings Bank, Worcester; 
The Chicago Copver Refining Co., 


Chicago. 
THORNDIKE SPALDING, 10 Water 
P. FRENCH, 89 State Street. 


Street. 
AR 
Brockton (Plymouth)....Herbert H. Chase 


Brookfield (Worcester)....Henry E. Cottle 
Cambridge* (Middlesex)..... H. P. Fielding 
Chicopee (Hampden).............. L. White 
Clinton (Worcester)..... Edmond A. Evans 
Dalton (Berkshire)....... Send to Pittsfield 
Fall River (Bristol)...... Phillips & Fuller 
Fitchburg* (Worcester)..Charles H. Blood 


Foxboro (Norfolk)....Robert W. Carpenter 
Refers to Wm. B. Crocker, Pres’t Fox- 
boro Sav. B’k. 

Gloucester (Essex) Chas. A. Russell 

Great Barrington (Berkshire)..O. C. Bidwell 


Greenfield (Franklin)...... Henry J. Field 
Hadley (Hampshire)...... Send to ——_ 
Haverhill (Essex)..............d. yan 
Holyoke (Hampden)......... John Hiudecth 
Renee? “CHMOD «ix cc cccccpisctincecs 
OULSON & MURPHY 
EO CHOTMBMITE) . ncn cccccccceces A. B. Clark 


Lowell* (Middlesex)....Crowley & O’Hearn 
Lunenburg (Worcester)..Send to Fitchburg 


ELD ls wo div sie s's.0 2.46 0 é Arthur Bogue 
Malden (Middlesex)........... . P. Hardy 
Milford (Middlesex)........... Jesse A. Taft 
New Bedford* (Bristol)........ A. E. Perry 
Newburyport*® (Essex)........ N. H. Jones 
North Adams (Berkshire)...... E. H. Beer 
North Attleboro (Bristol)...... Pond & Son 
Norwood (Norfolk).......... Cc. B. Sanborn 
Pittsfield* (Berkshire)..... Geo. A. Prediger 
Quincy (Norfolk)....... Wm. G. A. Pattie 
Rockland (Plymouth).......... Cc. M. Perry 
CO ES EE ee E. H. Perley 


South Hadley (Hampshire).Send to Holyoke 
Svringfield* (Hampden)..George A. Bacon 
Taunton* (Bristol)..... Chas. G. Washburn 
Waltham (Middlesex) Thos. Carey 
Ware (Hampshire)......... Henry C. Davis 
Watertown (Middlesex)....John E. Abbott 
Westfield (Hampden)....Edward J. Tierney 
Westminster (Worcester).Send to Fitchburg 


Winchester (Middlesex)....Geo. Littlefield 
Worcester* (Worcester)...... Saxe & Saxe 
Michigan. 

Adrian* (Lenawee)...... Robertson & Clark 
Albion (Calhoun)............... B. E. Ross 
BIOER? CARIBOO oc cedeccccccces J. H. Cobb 
Ann Arbor* (Washtenaw)...J. W. Bennett 
Bad Axe* (Huron)......... ‘Charles L. Hall 

References: Any Bank in Huron 

County. 

Bailey (Muskegon)......... Send to Sparta 

| Rg J. S. Stoddard 
Battle Creek Calhoun) i aii Ail we 

ART & SABIN 

Bellaire* (Antrim)........ Leavitt & Guile 
| Benton Harbor (Berrien)............. 

P. GRAVES 

Refers to Farmers’ & Mechanics’ Bank; 

Benton Harbor State Bank; West 


Michigan Nurseries. 
Calumet (Houghton). 





-Larson & Galbraith 


Crosswell (Sanilac)........ Wilford Maclem 
| DETROIT* (Wayne) 
BERNARD B. SELLING, 503-5 Ham- 
mond Bldg. 
— EB. WARNER, i114 Moffatt 
s. 
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Flint® (Genesee)........... Lee & Parker 
Gladwin* (Gladwin)........ J. T. Campbell 
Grand Rapids* (Kent) 

TAGGART, DENISON & WILSON. Gen- 
eral Practice Patent and Trade- 
mark Law. Refer to Michigan Trust 
Company and National City Bank, 
Grand Rapids 

Hancock (Houghton).Handchette & Lawton 
Harbor Beach (Huron). .Charles L. Hall 


Hart* (Oceana)........ Winfield S. Hanson 
Hartford (Van Buren)........A. H. Tuttle 
Hillsdale* (Hillsdale)... W. C. Chadwick 
Houghton* (Houghton). .Richard T. Looney 
Refers to National Bank 3 Houghton. 
Ionia* (Ionia)..... “? » Oe Horrigan 


Ironwood (Gogebic) pe & Cooper 
Ishpeming (Marquette)... Young & Bell 
Jackson* (Jackson)....Badgley & Badgley 
Kalamazoo* (Kalamazoo) pane ae e eae ee 
Boudeman & Adams 
Lake Linden (Houghton)............-- 
Wm. A. Bateman, Calumet 
Lansing (Ingham)..... Edward C. Chapin 
Lapeer* (Lapeer). 
White, Loughnane & Cramton 
Laurium (Houghton)...........+e++++-. 
Wm. A. Bateman, Calumet 
Manistee* (Manistee).......< John H. Grant 
Marquette* (Marquette)........ Ball & Ball 
Metamora (Lapeer).. ....Send to Lapeer 
Menominee* (Menominee) A. Lb. SAWYER. 
Midland* (Midland). ....M. H. Stanford 
Mount Clemens* (Macomb) 
WILLIAM S. JENNEY. Refers to Ull- 
man Savings Bank 
Mount Pleasant*® (Isabella).......... 
Russell & McNamara 
Muskegon* (Muskegon)....R. J. MacDonald 
Ra STO 6 vow ac tebian sana den N. Bacon 
North Branch (Lapeer)....Send to Lapeer 
Onoway (Presque Isle)............-- 
ALBERT A. STEGEMAN 
Refers to Onoway Banking Co. 
Otsego (Allegan).......... H. C. Stoughton 
Petoskey (Emmet)............ Dart & Dart 
Pontiac* (Oakland) John H. Patterson 
Port Huron® (St. Clair)....Phillips & Jenks 
Romeo (Macomb)......... c. C. Thorington 
Saginaw* (Saginaw)....... Nathan S. Wood 
St. Joseph* (Berrien)... FRANK P. GRAVES 
Refers to Commercial National Bank; 
Union Banking Company. 
Sault Ste. Marie* (Chippewa)........ 
George A. Cady 
144—SEVEN 


Sturgis (St. Joseph)....Charles A. Sturges 
Three Rivers (St. Joseph)............ 
S. M. Constantine 
Traverse City* (Grand Traverse)..... 
Patchin & Crotser 


West Bay City (Bay)........ See Bay City 
West Branch* (Ogemaw)..T. L. Snodgrass 
Ypsilanti (Washtenaw)........ D. C. Griffin 
Minnesota. 
De® CGY so concen scten Gray & Gray 
Albert Lea* (Freeborn)..... H. C. Carlson 
Amboy (Blue. Earth)...... Chas. Thompson 
SO gel 6 ee Lyman D. Baird 
Bird Island (Renville)...... Frank Murray 


Refers to Waseco County Bank and 
Janesville Bank, both at Janesville, 


Minn. 
Brainerd® (Crow Wing)............s.. 
w. FLEMING. Reference: First 


National Bank, Brainerd. 

Buffalo (Wright) ......cse0s Lester Bartlett 
Refers to State Bank of Buffalo and 
Oakley State Banks. oe 

Crookston (Polk).......... A. C. Wilkinson 

Detroit (Becker)........... W. B. Carman 
Refers to First National Bank. 

DULATTHE*® CRG: Tawis) «sxc cc cxa basa 

ALEXANDER MARSHALL 
Refers to St. Louis Co. Bank and City 
National Bank. 


Fairmount* (Martin)....... DeForest Ward 
2 le tee L. A. Mott 
Fergus Falls* (Otter Tail).......... 
Chauncey L. Baxter 
oo free ree M. E. Foley 
Glencoe* (McLeod)............. F. R. Allen 
Henderson*®* (Sibley)......... W. H. Leeman 


Heron Lake (Jackson).. maemae >? P. Thornton 
Lake Benton* (Lincoln) . .John McKenzie 


Little Falis* (Morrison).............. 
Lindbergh & Blanchard 

Mankato* (Blue Earth)...... S. B. Wilson 

Marshall (Lyon).......... Virgil B. Seward 


MINNEAPOLIS* (Hennepin) 
FLETCHE 


5 LARIMORE & 

%D, 719 Andrews’ Building. 
Commercial, corporation and real es- 
tate law, specialties. Refer to Se- 
curity Bank of Minneapolis. 
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RICHARD M. HAYES, Guaranty i 
WOOD, KINGMAN & WALLACE, N. Y. 


Life Bldg. 
Montivedo* (Chippewa). meameen?” A. Smith 
Moorhead® (Clay).........+-+-+. A. Nye 
Pine City* (Pine).......... S. G. en Roberts 
Redwing* (Goodhue)............ Cc. M. Hall 


Rochester* (Olmsted).Callaghan & Granger 
Saint Cloud* (Stearns)....Taylor & Jenks 
Saint James* (Watonwan)........... 

’. S. Hammond 


Saint Peter* (Nicollet)...... A. A. Stone 
SAINT PAUL* (Ramsay)....P. J. Hilscher 
Stillwater* (Washington).S. Blair McBeath 
Two Harbors® (Lake)........... John Dwan 
Winona* (Winona)..*....... Webber & Lees 

Attorneys for Merchants’ Bank of 

Winona 

Mississippi. 

Aberdeen* (Monroe)........... G. C. Paine 
Bay St. Louis* (Hancock)....Emile J. Gex 
Biloxi (Harrison)........Se nd to Gulfport 
Bond (Harrison)......... Send to Gulfport 
Brookhaven* (Lincoln)..Cassedy & Cassedy 
Canton* (Madison)............ F. B. Pratt 
Clarksdale* (Coahoma)....John W. Cutrer 


Cleveland (Bolivar)...... . wssseseee 
Charles Scott & E. H. Woods 
Columbus (Lowndes)....Thomas J. O'Neill 
Refers to Columbus Insurance & Bank- 
ing Co 
Greenville* (Washington)...Jas. M. Cashin 
Greenwood* (Leflore)....Pollard & Hamner 
Gulfport (Harrison).........d J. I. Ballenger 
Refers to First National Bank, Bank of 
Commerce and State Bank of Gulfport. 
Handsboro (Harrison)....Send to Gulfport 
Hattiesburg® (Perry)........... G. W. Ellis 


Holly Spring* (Marshall)...... R. F. Fant 
Jackson* (Hinds).........< J. H. Thompson 
McComb City (Pike)...... Quin & Williams 
McHenry (Harrison)...... Send to Gulfport 


Meridian* (Lauderdale).Braham & McCants 
Rosenbaum Bldg. Refer to First Na- 
tional Bank and Citizens’ Bank. 

Mississippi City* (Harrison). 

Send to “Gulfport 


Natchez* (Adams)........ Wm. C. Martin 
Britton & Koontz Bank and Bank of 
Commerce. 


Pass Christian (Harrison)..Send to Gulfport 
Rosedale* (Bolivar) 
CHARLES SCOTT, WOODS & SONS. 
Refer to Hanover National Bank, 
New York, and Memphis National 
Bank, Memphis, Tenn. 
Ruleville (Sunflower)...... Chas. C. Bryant 
Refers to Bank of Ruleville. 
Scranton* (Jackson)....Bullard & Bullard 
Shaw (GUSTO) «....0 2000 0bdene’ J. C. Walker 
Refers to Bank of Shaw and First Na- 
tional Bank. 
Vicksburg? CUFORIOID v5 des can ndincctcke 


Smith, Hirsh & Landau 

Wiggins (Harrison)...... Send to Gulfport 
Missouri. 

Alton® (Oregon)......-.. ..L. P. Norman 
Ash Grove (Greene)..........4 J. O. Martin 
Birch Tree (Shannon)...... Send to Winona 
Bloomfield* (Stoddard)...... E. J. Williams 
Boonville* (Cooper)....... W. G. Pendleton 
Bowling Green* (Pike)....Robert L. Motley 
Brookfield (Lima).......... J. A. Arbuthust 
Buffalo* (Dallas)..........02% . Levi Engle 
Butler® (Bates)...........00- Cc. A. Denton 
Cameron (Clinton)............. E. J. Smith 


Refers to Farmers’ Bank, First Na- 
tional Bank and Cameron Trust Co. 
Cape Girardeau (Cape Girardeau)...... 
Harry E. Alexander 
Refers to First National Bank or any 
other bank in this City. 


Carrollton® (Carroll)...... Lozier & Morris 
Carthage* (Jasper)....... Harrison & Wild 
Chillicothe* (Livingston)...... J. = Davis 
Ciinton®? (Eimere). sss icin ceetus P. Parks 
Columbia* po hat ten eke Charles of Walker 
Dexter (BteGRPD «6 oa sc smees asd Cc. Liles 
Eminence (Shannon)...... Send to Winona 
Gainesville* (Ozark).......... W. G. Boone 
Grant City* (Worth)........ W. S. Gibson 


Hannibal (Marion)........... W. H. Fisher 
Refers to First National and German- 
American Banks. 

Harrisonville* (Cass)........ W. S. Bryam 

Huntsville* (Randolph)..John N. Hamilton 

Independence* (Jackson). .Jno. x Southern 

Jefferson City* (Cole) S. Pope 
References: Judges of all Ganaa at 
Jefferson City, Mo. First National 
Bank, Merchants’ Bank, L. C. Lohman, 
—— Hardware, Jefferson City, 

0. 





Joplin (Jasper).......... McAntire & Scott 
Refer to Miners’ Bank, First National 
Bank and Joplin Savings Bank. 

KANSAS CITY* (Jackson) 
GILL ADJUSTMENT CO., 617-618 New 

York Life Building. 


Kingston*® (Caldwell)......... Wm. McAfee 
Refers to Kingston Savings Bank. 
Kirksville* (Adair)......... T. P. O. Givins 
Linn Creek (Camden)......... W. H. Chiles 
eS es! er B. E. Guthrie 
Marshall*® (Saline)........ Chas. A. Knight 

Refers to Bank of Saline, at this place. 
Marshfield* Neh ng eglel soset.eeue On M. Selph 
Maysville* (DeKalb)....Robt. A. Hewitt, Jr 
Memphis* (Scotland).......... E. R. McKee 
Mexico* (Audrain).......... Frank R. Jesse 
Moberly* (Randolph)..... Forrest G. Ferris 
Montgomery (Montgomery)...... W. Lewis 
Neosho*® (Newton).......se8:. Geo. Hubbert 
Nevada® (Vernon).......sseee. A. J. Smith 
Osceola* (St. Clair)....... oe H. Daniel 
Platte City* (Platte)....... N. P. Anderson 
Pole (Cab@well). «. ciscsc concen M. H. Winger 

Refers to Farmers’ Bank. 

Poplar Bluff* (Butler)........ W. S. Brown 
Princeton® (Mercer)........+.. J. B. Evans 
Rich Hill (Bates)........ Geo. P. Huckeby 
ST. JOSEPH* (Buchanan)........... ee 


RUSK & STRINGFELLOW 
Refer to American Surety Company, 
New York: Aetna Life Insurance Co., 
Hartford, Conn. 
ST. LOUIS (St. Louis City) 
ABBOTT & EDWARDS, 110-413 Se- 
curity Bldg. 
EDGAR P. HOLLY, 1126-7 Chemical 
Bldg. Refers to Neostyle Envelope 
Co., New York, Chicago, St. Louis. 
LESTER M. HALL, 204 Equitable Bldg. 
Savannah* (Andrew)....Booher & Williams 


Sedalia® (Pettis).......... A. 8. Shortridge 
Slater® (Saline).......... Send to Marshall 
Springfield* (Green)....Jno. S. Farrington 


Sweet Springs (Saline)....Send to Marshall 


Thayer (Oregon) .....cecescess S. M. Meeks 
Trenton* (Grundy)............ H. C. Smith 
Troy (Lincoln) ...cesecceses Stuart L. Penn 
Unionville* (Putnam)..Beverly H. Bonfoen 
Webb City (Jasper)........... A. G. Young 
Windsor (Henry)............- Allen & Hart 
Montana. 
Belgrade (Gallatin)..... “...Walter Aitken 


Refers to Belgrade piney: Bank. 
Rillings* (Yellowstone). .James R. Goss 


Bozeman* (Gallatin).......... J. L. Staats 
Butte* (Silver Bow)........... A. L. Smith 
Chateata® (Tetons. cc ea. cccuas J. G. BAIR 
Dillon* (Beaverhead)........ W. S. Barbour 
Glasgow* (Valley).......... John J. Kerr 
Great Falls* (Cascade)...... John N. Booth 
Hamilton (Ravalli)........... R. A. O” 

rielena* (Lewis and Clarke).......... 


WARD HORSKY, Horsky Building. 
Reference: Union Bank and Trust 
Company. 


Kalispell* (Flathead)........ J. H. Stevens 
Refers to Conrad National Bank of 
Kalispell. 

Miles City (Custar).......... oe a Farr 

Missoula* (Missoula)..........J. - Brewed 

White Sulphur Springs* (bieashers 

Black 

Nebraska. 
Ainsworth* (Brown) ..A. W. Scattergood 
Albion* (Boone)........ Frank D. Williams 


Auburn* (Nemaha)....John Scott McCarty 
Aurora* (Hamilton)....John A. Whitmore 
Bartlett* (Wheeler)..... Bishop & Anderson 
Successors to A. L. Bishop. 
Beatrice* (Gage)....Prout, Dorsey & owes 
Rloomington (Franklin) . +o a sade 
Blue Hill (Webster)......... 
Central City* (Merrick). .J 
Clarkson (Colfax)}........ Send to Schuyler 
Columbus* (Platte)...........C. J. Garlow 
Cozad (Dawson)........Se 
Crete (Saline)..... eerire 
WMiany (OMAP iidcs ss i cect 
Falls City* fT 
Fremont* (Dodge)....... rege Loomis 
Fullerton* (Nance).......W. F. Critchfield 
Geneva* (Fillmore)......... ..John Barsby 
e Ladd 


Gordon (Sheridan).... re 
Gothenburg (Dawson). See Lexington 
Grand Island* (Hall)..... Bayard H. Payne 


Hartington* (Cedar).........C. H. Whitney 

Harvard (Clay)......... -Thos. H. Matters 

yeeetinge” ae) - .; Michael A. Hartigan 

ayes Centre yes seve CS Ae 
Hay Springs (Sheridan). isnoiat oh alan 

n: us ville 

Hebron* (Thayer).....Marshall & Baldwin 


rioldrege* (Phelps).........+:. Hall & Reed 
Holstein (Adams)...........+. See Hastings 
Howell (Colfax).......... Send to Schuyler 
Hyannis* (Grant)......... W. L. Matthews 
Kearney* (Buffalo).......... Warren Pratt 
Laurel (Cedar)..........ee> Frank P. Voter 
Leigh (Colfax)........... Send to Schuyler 
Lexington (Dawson)...... GEO. C. GILLAN 


General law practice. 
Lincoln* (Lancaster) 
BILLINGSLEY & GREENE 


Linwood (Butler)......... Send to Schuyler 
McCook* (Red Willow)...... Hugh W. Cole 
Minden (Kearney)...........- G. L. Godfrey 
Nebraska City* (Otoe)....... L. F. Jackson 
Neligh* (Antelope).......... N. D. Jackson 
Norfolk* (Madison)........ Mapes & Hazen 
North Piatte* (Lincoln)..... J. S. Hoagland 
Oakdale* (Antelope)............ J. F. Boyd 
Ocavia (Butler).......... Send to dehaytar 


OMAHA (Douglas) 

BAXTER & VAN DUSEN, New York 
Life Bldg. References: Any Bank in 
Omaha and South Omaha, Nebraska. 
Silberman Bros., Wool Dealers, Chi- 
cago, Ill. 
RANE & BOUCHER, New York Life 


Bldg. 
CPINGEEE?. CHEOEE) 2c ccc cccceene R. R. Dickson 
wR Ug eee H. E. Oleson 
a Re King & Bittner 
Overton (Dawson).........«.. See Lexington 
Randolph (Cedar).......... Geo. W. Wiltse 
Republican City (Harlan)....... P. Rolland 
Rising City (Butler)....Send to David City 
Rushville* (Sheridan)....... J. H. Edmunds 
Schuyler® (Colfax)............ W. I. Allen 


Seward* (Seward)......... Norval Brothers 
South Omaha (Douglas)........ E. R. Leigh 
St. Paul* (Howard)........... Henry Nunn 
Stanton*® (Stanton).......... A. A. Kearney 
Stromsburg (Polk)........... E. E. Stanton 
Sumner (Dawson)........... See Lexington 
ps |S Be P. E. Taylor 


Refers to Burt County State Bank, Te- 
kamah, Neb 


Tecumseh (Johnson)......... M. B. C. True 
Wahoo* (Saunders)............ E. E. Good 
Wakefield (Dixon)............ QO. E. Martin 
Wayne* (Wayne).......... F. M. wy 
SERED oo o's ca 6 Shae Lant 
. Gio . \ Seapets France & , 
Brevada. 
Austin® (Lander)....... Walter - Gayhart | 
Carson City* (Ormsby)........ P. G. Lewis 
See. CUCMMOS) «occ cccccseqes A. D. Ayres 
Virginia City® (Story).......... Cc. Belknap 
New Hampshire. 
Andover (Merrimack)....... Geo. W. Stone 
Bristol (Grafton)........ Dearborn & Chase 
Colebrook* (Coos)..........- T. F. Johnson 
Concord* (Merrimack)..... Harry J. Brown 
Dpver” Chtrafford) . 2. sesvdcvcense D. Hall 
Franklin (Merrimack)..... Thos. F. Clifford 


Franklin Falls (Merrimack) 


Send to Franklin 


Gerham (Cade) < ..o is. cee cuses H. G. Noyes 
Groveton (Coos).......... F. C. Cleaveland 
Keene* (Cheshire).......... Joseph Madden 
Laconia* (Belknap)..... Jewett & Plummer 
Lancaster® (Co0s)......ccsceces K. P. Kent 
webanon® (Grafton)........... Scott Sloane 


Manchester* (Hillsboro)....Henry N. Hurd 
Refers to Amoskeag National Bank. 


Nashua* (Hillsboro)... .. George B. French 
Newport*® (Sullivan)........... A. S. Wait 
Peterboro (Hillsboro)....James F. Brennan 
Portsmouth (Rockingham)..... T. H. Simes 


Rochester (Strafford) 


Send to ‘Somersworth 
Somersworth (Strafford) . cheat: F. Russell 


Wolfboro (Carroll)........... W. Abbott 
Woodsville* (Grafton)...... Sunith & Smith 
New Jersey. 

Arlington (Hudson)....Send to Jersey City 

Asbury Park (Monmouth)............ 
Wesley B. Stout 
Atlantic City* (Atlantic)........ R. Corsen 
Bayonne (Hudson)...Roberson & Demarest 
Belvidere* (Warren)....... John H. Daulke 
Bordentown (Burlington),..... H. B. Wells 


Bound Brook (Somerset)....H. C. Snydam 

Bridgeton* (Cumberland)....W. S. Vosellor 

Camden® (Camden) ...........+++s-: 
WILs0 CARR & 


‘iN, STACKHOUSE, 
314 Market Street. Refer to J. B. 


Van Sciver Co., Camden, N. J.; Se- | 


curity Trust Co. Camden, N. J.; 
Jacob Bros., New York City. 
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Cape May City® (Cape May)......... 
Jas. M. B. Hildreth 
East Orange (Essex).......Send to Orange 
Elizabeth® (Union) ...... 
RICHARD F. HENRY 


Flemington* (Hunterdon)....Paul A. Queen 
Freehold* (Monmouth)...Frederick Parker 
Refers to Central National Bank 
Hackensack* (Bergen)...... Cc. W. Berdan 
Hackettstown (Warren). H. W. Hunt 
Harrison (Hudson).....& Send to Je rsey City 
Hoboken (Hudson).....Send to Jersey City 
Jersey City (Hudson) 
HARTSHORNE, INSLEY & LEAKE, 
239 Washington St. General Counsel 
for The Provident Institution for Sav- 
. ings in Jersey City, —_ County 
Board of Heaith and Vit Statistics, 
N. Y. & Texas S. S. Co. & &c. 
Lambertville (Hunterdon) 
Walter F Hayhurst 


Long Branch (Monmouth) 


THOMAS P. FAY, Counselor: at ‘Law. 
Manasquan (Monmouth). . J. E. Borton 
Matawan (Monmouth)....Send to Freehola 
Morristown* (Morris)....Willard W. Cutler 


Cor. Park pl. & Market st. Refers to 
Mercantile Trust Co. 
Newark® (Essex).......... . 
GEORGE HARNER PEIRCE, )()', 910 
and $11 Lawyers’ Building Refer- 
ences: National Newark Banking Co., 
Newark; Hahne & Co., Ne wark; Mar- 
tindale Mercantile Agency, New York 
New Brunswick* (Middlesex) 
WILLARD P. VOORHEES 
Ocean City (Cape May). . .Albe A. Howell 
Orange (Essex) ............ as 
WILLIAM ADGATE LORD. (Also 
at East, West and South Orange, 


N. J.) 

Palmyra (Burlington)......John G. Horner 
Passaic (Passaic)........ Wm. W. Scott 
Paterson* (Passaic)..... HORTON & TILT 
Phillipsburg (Warren)....Irwin W. Schultz 
Plainfield (Union)......... 4. F. Randolph 
Princeton (Mercer)....... ...F. A. Dennis 
Rahway (Union)........... Leslie 


Lupton 
Red Bank (Monmouth). ‘ 
FREDERICK W. HOPE. 
Refers to W. F. Havemeyer, 32 Nas- 
on hm KH y: W. P. Brewn, of 
Brown Bros., 59 Wall St.. N. Y.; G. 


F. Vietor, 66 Leonard St.. N. Y.; 
all Banks of Red Bank; W. H. 
Vredenburg, Judge of N. J. Court of 
Errors and Appeals, Freehold, N. J. 
Riverton (Burlington)......John G. Horner 
Rutherford (Bergen)....... James W. Miller 
Salem* (Salem)............ Charles Mecum 
Somerville* (Somerset)...James L. Griggs 


Refers to First National Bank of 

Somerville. 
South Orange (Essex).....Send to Orange 
Toms River* (Ocean)....@BORGE C. LOW 

Refers to First National Bank 
Trenton*® (Mercer)......... Seott Scammell 
West Orange (Essex)..... Send to Orange 
Woodbridge (Middlesex) rr 

Send to New Brunswick 

Woodbury* (Gloucester).A. H. Swackhamer 


New Mexico. 


Alamogordo (Otero)..... BYRON SHERRY 
Albuquerque* (Bernalillo) .. ; ‘o 
Thos. N. Wilkinson 
East Las Vegas (San Miguel)... 7 * 
W. B. Bunker 
Las Vegas* (San ae) -. Andreus A. Jones 


Santa Fe* (Santa Fe). ‘ T. B. Catron 

Silver City* (Grant)........ Oscar A. Appel 

Socorro* (Socorro).......... Wm. E. Kelley 

New York. 

Adams (Jefferson).........-- Fred. B. Waite 
Albany* (Albany) e 

LESTER T. HUBBARD, Attorney 

and Counsellor-at-Law, 467 Broad- 


way. General Commercial and Cor- 
poration Practice. Reference: Al- 
bany Trust Company. 

Amsterdam (Montgomery). Walter I. Hover 


Auburn* (Cayuga).......... L. K. R. Laird 
Babylon (Suffolk). ............ Send to Islip 
Batavia* (Genesee). Sen eS 
Bayshore (Suffolk)...........§ Send to Islip 
Bergen (Genesee).............. F. Robinson 
Binghamton* (Broome)...... W. W. Farley 
Brier Hill (St. Lawrence). .See Ogdensburg 
Brockport (Monroe)...... Send to Rochester 


Brocton (Chautauqua)....John L. Campbell 
Refers . Fredonia National Bank, 
Fredonia, He 

Brooklyn* ticinge). See New York City. 


| Buffalo* (Erie) 
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‘TIN CLARK, Erie Co. Savings 

Bank Bldg. Refers to Fidelity Trust 

Co., Third National Bank and Marine 
National Bank, Buffalo. 

Cambridge (Washington)... Eliot B. Norton 


Camden (Oneida) ........... R. S. Johnson 
Canajoharie (Montgomery)............ 
.- & J. C. WHEELER 
A general law practice. Refer to Na- 
tional Spraker Bank. 
Canandaigua* (Ontario)....... D. L. Brown 
Canastota ~«Madison)........... S. M. Wing 
Carthage (Jefferson)....... Frank T. Evans 
Catskill® (Greene)....... Clarence Howland 
Tanner's Bank Bldg. Refers to Cats- 
kill Nat. Bank. 
Charlotte (Monroe)...... Send to Rochester 
Chatham (Columbia)......... 3% E. Barrett 
Cobleskill (Schoharie)....... Vv. Guernsey 
Refers to First National ‘ane 
Cohoes (Albany)........... James H. Berns 
College Point (Queens).Send to Whitestone 
Cooperstown (Otsego)..... Arnold & Cooke 
Corning* (Steuben).......... E. Shoemaker 
Cortiand® (Cortland)............. F. Hatch 
Dansville (Livingston).......... B. G. Foss 
Dekalb (St. Lawrence)... .. See Ogdensburg 


Dunkirk (Chautauqua)..Warner & Farnham 
Edwardsville (St. Lawrence) 


See Ogdensburg 


Elmira* (Chemung)...... Robert T. Turner 
Fairport (Monroe)....... Send to Rochester 
Flushing (Queens)..... Send to Whitestone 


Fonda* (Montgomery)....Peter W. Sitterly 
Fort Plain (Montgomery)............ 


Send to Canajoharie 


Fulton (Oswego)...... Frederick G. Spencer 
Geneva (Ontario)......... John G. Farwell 
Glens Falls (Warren)..... A. A. Armstrong 
Gloversville (Fulton)...... Baker & Burton 


Gouverneur (St. Lawrence)....E. H. Neary 
Hammond (St. Lawrence). .See Ogdensburg 
Herkimer* (Herkimer)....... Geo. H. Bunce 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Heuvelton (St. Lawrence). .See Ogdensburg 
Homer (Cortland)......... Send to Cortland 
Honeoye Falls (Monroe).Send to Rochester 
Hornellsville (Steuben)....Clyde E. Shultz 


Hudson* (Columbia)......... A. F. B. Chace 
Islip (Suffolk)........ George W. Weeks, Jr. 
Ithaca* (Tompkins)........ James L. Baker 


Jamestown (Chautauqua)..James L. Weeks 
Refers to Jamestown National Bank. 


Johnstown* (Fulton)..... wets p Moyer 

Keeseville (Essex)............ T. Hewitt 

Ree Cure «5 ods no02.008 6060065 
CHARLES W. WALTON, ‘ts Wall 


Street. Refers to Kingston National 
Bank. Attorneys for Kingston Iron 
and Ore Company, Kingston Gas 
and Electric Commany, the Hutton 
Company, the Aetna Life Insurance 
Company, the United States Fidelity 
and Guaranty Company. See card. 
Lisbon Center (St. Lawrence)........ 


=e = ns 


Little Falls (Herkimer).. ewberry 
Lockport* (Niagara)...... a A. Federspiel 
Ee COIS a vesccdascacess Geo. Kent 
Malone* (Franklin) ...Frederick G. Paddock 


Marathon (Cortland)........... J. H. Miller 
Massena (St. Lawrence)....John C. Crapser 
Middletown (Orange)... ‘<x c R. Taylor 
Mohawk (Herkimer)... .J. B. E. Rafter 
Morristown (St. Lawrence). Seo Gumbabens 
Mount Vernon (Westchester).......... 
Ostrander & Crawford 
Newburg (Orange)..... J. Thompson, Jr. 
New Rochelle (Westchester).F. H. Seacord 
NEW YORK* (New York) 
BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN. 
GEORGE HIRAM MANN, No. 22 
William Street. Commissioner for 
the U. S. Court of Claims. Refers to 
Joseph A. Arnold, No. 22 William 
Street. New York. 
220 Broad- 


Hefer slicati 

way. eferences on a cation. 

WM. HEPBURN RUSSELL. Attorney 
and Counsellor-at-Law, 253 Broad- 


way. Special attention to Railroad, 
Insurance and General Corporation 
law; the organization of corporations 
in any State; preparation and trial 
of cases in the Federal Courts; brief- 
ing and nt age cases, as counsel, in 
the Supreme ourt of the United 
States, and removing cases to that 
Court from State Courts of last 
resort. 

PARKER & WAGNER, Attorneys and 
Counsellors, 32 Liberty Street. (John 
S. Parker, Editor Corporation Law 
Review of “The American Lawyer,” 
author of “Where and How,” etc.;: 
Franklin A. Wagner, Robert K. Wal- 
ton.) Corporation and Commercial 
Law. Particular attention given to 
the organization, representation, taxa- 
tion, management of corporations, and 
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New Berne* (Craven) 





torne ys on ‘corps rate 


WILLIAM GILBERT DAVIES, 32 Nas- 
EDWARD ‘H. PALLOWS, 
RICHARD SELDON HARVEY. Refer- 


Attorney for Ra- 


: Souther n Railway 
i _ National Bank. 


Rutherfordton® (Rutherford). . 


F irst veeente | Bank. 

OTH. ) > 
Ni a, #3008 igara) .¢ cba & c Chormann Shelby* (Cleve ‘and) Gianey & Webb 
Ogdensburg (St Re fers to Bank of ( Dolumban. 


-L. V. GRADY 


Peekskill gt ne ee oe ee - ; Winston-Salem 


Manley & Henders 
North Dakota. 


BISMARCK (Burleigh).A. T. PATTERSON 
First National Bank. 
.Weeks & Murphy 


P val ay (Oswe go) e* 
Bottineau, (Bottineau) . 


Henry G. Pars ry 


zB L. ADAMS. Pt 
“ELBRIDG Refer to First National Bank of Dick- | 


Rondout (Ulster). .Send to Kingston } 
Salamanca (Cattaragus). (Ransom)......A. 


of Lisbon and 


eaplaares 9 Springs (Saratoga). : Seaditen & Btambath 
Se hene¢ tady ° (Se “he nectady) 


THOMAS R. TILLOTT, wR. Phelps & Phelps 


m4 Cooley & Hamilton 

Re fer to ir National Bank. 

sd ae'h Seeded J. 
(Grand Porka}. os 

La ‘Moure* (La _Moure) R. Ww. s 


Falls (Seneca) 
ao nce rport (Monroe) 


“COVILLE & ‘BRITCHER, 


Fouhe (Benson) Sond ‘to Towner 
F 


tefers to Goose River Bank and First 
Bank, Mayville and Scandanav ian- | 
Bank, Grand Forks, 
PALDA & BURKE 

-Tyler & Woodward 
Send to Towner 
Charles H. Stanley 

eo 


ape orne dine Hannan 
KERNAN & KERNAN 
L. N. SOUTHWORTH 
.Send to Cortland 


Utica*® « yneida) Nig Setace 


Steele* (Kidder) 





y City* (Barnes).... 
Velva (McHenry) 
Vahpeton* (Richland) 


James McPhillips 
Waterloo*® (Seneca) 
Watertown* ——— osm 


.Walts & Pitcher 


PALDA & BURKE 
(Emmons) H. A. Armstrong 


.Send to Towner 
Plains* (Westche ste r). 


Wilson Brown, 


Yonkers (Westchester).....Wm. C. Kellogg 


vr & OTIS, i5 and ié Arcade Block. 
Attorneys for the Cen- 
tral te 9 & Trust Company; At- 
the Pouchot-Hunsicker 
Attorneys for the Akron 
Soon Sapna. 
Alliance (Stark) 
Amherst (Lorain) 
Ashland* (Ashland) 
Ashtabula (Ashtabula) 


Ashboro* (Randolph) 


(Mecklenburg) 
HUGH W. HARRIS. Refers to 
mercial National Bank and Charlotte 


“i. A. “Mykrantz 
; McGiftert & Uliman 
Ashville. (Pickaway) G. 

Athens* (Athens) 
| Barnesville (Belmont) 





. Jerome & Maness 
National Bank, Na- 
tional Bank of High Point, N. C.; Bank | 
of Union, Monroe, N. C. 


tefe o Concord we Vv. ‘Taylor 
— Bellefontaine* (Logan) 
| Blanchester (Clinton) 1 
|Bremen (Fairfield)....J. Frank ‘Thompson 
Elizabeth City* F T. Newcomber 
Fayetteville* (Cumberland) | Bucyrus* (Crawford) 
‘ | Byesville (Guernsey). 
|Cadiz* (Harrison).... 
Caldwell* (Noble) 


|Cambridge* (Guernsey) 


Camden (Preble).... 
|Canton* (Stark) 
| Carrollton*® (Carroll) 


-Send to Cambridge 
Gastonia (Gaston). 

Greensboro* (Guilford) 
Greenville* (Pitt) 
High Point (Guilford) 
Jefferson* (Ashe) 
Lexington* (Davidson)... 


“Taylor & Scales | 


Frank G. Shuey 


“Walser & Walser 
R. 





Robert B. Redwine 


Cheshire (Gallia) ..Send to Gallipolis 


|Chillicothe* (Ross). 





Mt. Airy (Surry) 





CINCINNATI*® (Hamilton) 

BURCH, PETERS & MATHEWS. Ref- 
erences: Cincinnati: S. Kuhn & Sons, 
Bankers; The Fifth National Bank; 
Bischof, Sterne & Stein. New York: 
Pohaiske & Co., Gans Bros. Chicago: 
Beifeld, Hirsch & Kline. 

COBB, HOWARD & BAILEY. 

HERBERT JACKSON, 301 Carlisle 
Bidg., Fourth and Walnut Sts. Re- 
fers to Merchants’ National Bank; 
The Central Trust & Safe Deposit 
Company, and the Queen City Paper 
Company; Geo. F. Eaton & Co.; K. F. 
Benndort & Co.; The J. Weller Ca; 
P. Goldsmith's Sons. (Also at Cov- 


ington, Ky.) 
KEL HAUCK. See card. 
MACKOY & MACKOY. (Also at Cov- 
ington, Ky.) 


Circleville (Pickaway)......... Cc. Weldon 
CLEVELAND®* (Cuyahoga) 
LOUIS J. GRO » 201-207 Society 


for Savings Bldg. General Law Prac- 
tice. References: Cleveland National 
Bank, Society for Savings, First Na- 
tional Bank, German American Sav- 
ings Bank, Cleveland; H. B. Claflin 
Co., Hubbel-Frank, Lequin & Arnold- 
Black, Elecott, Gruber & Bonynge; 
Cohen Schultze & Co., New York; The 
U. S. Gypsum Co., The Credit Clear- 
ing House, MclIlvane Adjustment Co., 
Musgrove, Vroman & Lee, Chicago. 

Clyde (Sandusky).......... Finch & Dewey 

,Columbus* (Franklin)...... 

EDWARD D. HOWARD. 
References: Commercial National 
Bank, State Savings Bank & Trust 
Co. See card. 

THOMPSON & SLABAUGH, 606-607 
New First National Bank Building. 
Reference: The New First National 
Bank, Columbus, oO. 

ARNOLD, MORTON & IRVINE. 


see eee eee 


Columbus Grove (Putnam)..... S. Sanders 
Conneaut (Ashtabula). .Spalding & Andrews 
Corning (Perry) ...cececessse T. M. Potter 
| Covington fo ae J. H. Marlin 


|Cridersville (Auglaize) .Send to Wapakoneta 
Cumberland (Guernsey) ..Send to a 
|Cuyahoga Falls (Summit)..... 

hanes H. “Howland 


|Dayton* (Montgomery). 
VAN DE 


a SMITH 

Defiance* (Defiance)..... Harris & Cameron 
Refers to Defiance (City Bank. 

|De Graff (Logan).......... Huston & Carl 

Delphos (Allen)........... Horace A. Reeve 

Dennison (Tuscarawas)...... A. D. Elson 


Dresden (Muskingum). John W. P. Reid 
|EKast Liverpool (Columbiana)....... 
Hollis E. Grosshaus 





|Eaton*® (Preble)......... James L. Sayler 
Fipren” CEOGREE): iss eaccece ce Lee Stroup 
Findlay* (Hancock).......... L. A. Carabin 
¥ COON) « wies dint Jesse Stephens 
|Fremont* (Sandusky)....Seager & Gossard 
|Galion (Crawford)........ J. W. COULTER 
Reference: R. G. Dun & Company. 
Gallipolis* (Gallia)........ T. E. meng ed 
Graktam Chere... nick <n ia sias See Elyria 


Greenville* (Darke) George A. Katzenberger 
Refers to Farmers’ National Bank, Sec- 
end National Bank and Greenville Bank 


o. 
Hamilton* (Butler). - Shephard & Schaffer 
Hancock (Houghton) . -Send to Hough ee 
Hillsboro* (Highland). -...-Steele & 
doughton* (Houghton)........... 
Richard T. Looney. Refers to National 
Bank of Houghton. 
Huron ow po AEE a M. Ray 


[ronton* (Lawrence). -++..Geo. W. Keye 
Jackson* (Jackson). ....E. CG. Powell 
Jefferson* (Ashtabula). obvi -T. E. Hawley 
Kent (Portage).......... Send to Ravenna 
Kenton* (Hardin). rrr -Johnson & Johnson 
Lancaster* (Fairfield)..... Cc. M. Strickler 
Lebanon* (Warren)...... ...R. S. Shawhan 
Leetonia (Columbiana).....John B. Mor 
Lima*® (Allen)............ JOEN W. 


Lisbon* (Columbiana).........J. A. Martin 
Logan* (Hocking)...........8. H. Bright 
London* (Madison).....Lincoln & Lincoln 
Lorain (Lorain).............. -D. H. Aiken 
Malta (Morgan)....Send to McConnelsville 
Mansfield* (Richland is s.:'> an'amenene Beam 
Marietta* sie paenagees) «. -W. E. SYEKES 
Marion* (Marion)........Gra nt E. Mouser 
Marysville* (Union).............M. Myers 
Massillon* (Stark).....Orlando C. Volkmor 
McComb (Hancock)......W. F. Brickman 
McConnelsville* (Morgan).....C. H. Fouts 
Medina* (Medina)...... -Andrew bd Ww 
Miamsburg (Montgomery)....W. A. Reiter 
Middletown (Butler)..Donley & "Rhonemus 
Minster (Auglaize)...Send to Wapakoneta 
Mount Vernon* (Knox)....Sapp 

New Bremen (Auglai 


tee eee ee ew eee 


apakoneta 





coed 
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I merstown (Tuscarawas)....... 1}Ponca City (Kay).......... W. L. Barnum Coudersport*® (Potter)................. 
tee Pons >. E. Lindsay Pond Creek* (Grant)...Ingersoll & West NELSON & MAYNARD 
New Knoxville (Auglaize)..........«+.- Shawnee (Pottowatomie).............+- Danville* (Montour)...... Wm. Kase West 
Send to Wapakoneta W. B. CBOSSMAN Doylestown* (Bucks)...... John D. James 
New Philadelphia* (Tuscarawas)...... PS. hin oe bcdet bad he Send to Anadarko Duncansville (Blair)........ Send to Tyrone 
J. F. Kuhns’ Waukomis (Garfield)..Chalmers B. Wilson Waston* (Northampton)...... H. D. Maxwell 
Niles (Trumbull)...... SMILEY & WEISS Weatherford (Custer)....Harkins & Jones Emporium* (Cameron)................ 
(Also at Warren, Ohio.) . Johnson & McNarney 
North Baltimore (Wood)..W. H. McMillen A: ee Ss. A. DA VENPORT 
Norwalk* (Huron)...... Harlon L. Stewart Oregon. 632 State st. Refers to any bank in 
Ottawa* (Putnam)...... Charles T. Malone the city of Erie. General practice, cor- 
Painesville* (Lake)......... Tuttle & Tuttle Astoria* (Clatsop)........... J. H. Smith poration and commercial law in Federal 
Piqua (Miami)............ Cc. B. Jamison (Corvallis (Benton)..... M. S. WOODCOCK and State Courts. 
Pleasant City (Guernsey)... .-..ceoee Refers to First National Bank of | Franklin (Venango)..... Robert N. Speer 
Send to Cambridge | Corvallis. Refers to Franklin Savings Bank. 
Port Clinton* (Ottawa)..... George A. True | Eugene* (Lane)............ L. M. TRAVIS [reedom (Beaver).......... Send to Beaver 
Pt. Washington (Tuscarawas)........ Refers to Eugene Loan & Savings Gettysburg* (Adams)......... W. C. Sheely 
Send to New Comerstown Bank, Judge L. R. Edmundson and R. Greensburg (Westmoreland)........... 
Portsmouth* (Scioto)......2 Noah J. Dever M. Murphy. HARGRAVE 
Quaker City (Guernsey)..........-++- Hillsboro* (Washington).. ervey Greenville (Mercer)........... Guy Thorne 
send to Cambridge Thos. H. ‘& EB Tongue Refers to First “~ 'o Bank. 
Ravenna* (Portage)........ E. W. Maxson | Klamath Falls (Klamath)..... Cc. S. Bonney | Harrisburg* (Dauphin) 
Ripley (Brown)... .........0. W. D. Young | McMinnville* (Yam Hill)....F. W. Fenton WOLFE & BAILEY. (Also at Middle- 
Roseville (Muskingum)........ Wm. Dunn Myrtle Point (Coos)........ S. D. Pulford town, Pa.) Refer to Harrisburg Na- 
Sabina (Clinton)............ W. H. Dakin Thorough attention given any legiti- tional Bank; Harrisburg Trust Co.; 
Salem (Columbiana)...... Taylor & Harris mate business. Central Iron Works, Harrisburg; 
Salineville (Columbiana)...... L. inn ay oe Portland* (Multnomah). at American Tube and Iron Co., Middle- 
Sandusky® (Erie).........-sses0- ARTHUR PALMER  [IrrT, 708-711 town. 
Sardinia (Brown)........... rg to R Ripley Chamber of Commerce; L. C. Garri-| Hatboro (Montgomery)............... 
Springfield* (Clark)......... gus, L. C. Mackay, W. C. Breckin- Send to Norristown 
Refers to Springfield Nat a ridge, N. F. Sharry, Commercial, Min- dazelton (Luzerne).......... John J. Kelley 
Steubenville* (Jefferson)...... A. C. Lewis ing, Corporation Law; munieipel Se- Hollidaysburg* (Blair)..Robert W. Smith 
Thurman (Gallia)........ Send to Gallipolis ecurities; Land Titles, Oregon, Wash- | tHlonesdale* (Wayne)........... A. T. Searle 
Tiffin® (Seneca)...........-. Rush Abbott ington, Idaho and Alaska. ‘ Leaeeei 


Hummelstown (Dauphin)...F. T. Schaffner 
Refers to Tiffin National Bank. 


sioner of Deeds. Collection Dept. Co- Huntingdon* 


(Huntingdon)........... 
Foleo” CEMGOR) . oc os ccccvsegopasaces lumbia Valley Adjustment Co. Refers Send to Tyrone 
Fritsche, Kruse & Winchester to Chase Nat. Bank, New York: Buf- Jenkintown (Montgomery) Samuel H. High 
BROWN, GEDDES, SCHMETTAU & falo-Pitts. Co., Buffalo, N. Y.; Meyer- Johnstown (Cambria)..... Horace R. Rose 
WILLIAMS. cord Company, Chicago; Griffin & Lancaster* (Lancaster) 

DELPHEY & CORBITT. Skelley Co., San Francisco; United A. S. HERSCHEY, 47 Grant st. My 
Toronto (Jefferson)........... S. B. Taylor States Nat. Bank, Portland, Ore. individual attention given to collec- 
Uhrichsville (Tuscarawas)........+... Salem* (Marion)...... John W. Reynolds tions. Refers to Northern National 

Send to Dennison [fhe Dalles* (Wasco)........... 


; Bank, Conestoga National Bank and 
Upper Sandusky* (Wyandot) venue sae & W ‘ilson People’s National Bank. 
E 


sae bene d » Hawkins Lansdale (Montgomery).Send to Norristown 


H. H. Newell | Toledo (Lincoln) 
Urbana* (Champaign)..G. W. og en Union* 


he eT re ree L. J. Davis Latrobe* (Westmoreland)............. 
Van Wert*® (Van Wert)......... L. Conn Frank B. Hargrave 
Vinton (Gallia)......... Send a ‘Galtipolia Lebanon* (Lebanon)........ A. F. Seltzer 
Wapakoneta* (Auglaize)...Layton & Son Pennsylvania. Lewisburg (Union)............. P. B. Linn 
Warren* (Trumbull).. SMILEY & WEISS. Lewistown* (Mifflin)...... Howard C. Lantz 
wa taise at Niles, Ohio.) | Alexandria (Huntington)...Send to Tyrone Lock Haven® (Clinton).......... H. T. Hall 
Washington C. H.* agers ‘Greamer | Aliquippa (Beaver)........ Send to Beaver Mahoney City wren tet eeenseess 
\. eame TO CREAM ois biie cccctcces Robert P. Swank 
Waverly* (Pike)...CHAS. M. CALDWELL Aenanany ecnaecane fee & Moore Martinsburg (Blair)........ Send to Tyrone 
Waynesfield (Augl aize).Send to Wapakoneta Allentown* (Lehigh)........ Frank Jacobs Mauch Chunk* (Carbon)....Craig & Loose 
Wellston (Jackson)......... A. E. Jacobs Refers to Citizens’ Deposit & Trust Co. McKeesport —— — he ..-Thos. E. Finley 
Wellsville (Columbiana).............-. Altoona (Blair)...... ISAIAH S(HEELINE “cadville* (Crawford)....Joshua Douglass 
Wells & MacDonald Refers to Altoona Trust Co. and First Media* (Delaware)........ J. M. Broomhall 
Wilmington (Clinton).......... J. C. Martin | National Bank. Mercer® (Mercer)............ John W. Bell 
Refers to Clinton _County National Ambler (Montgomery)..Send to Norristown Mifflinburg (Union)....... Horace P. Glover 
Bank, Judge T. G. Slone, Judge Com- Ambridge (Beaver)....... Send to Beaver Milton (Northumberland)..Frank M. Reber 
mon Pleas Court. i" ? Arch Spring (Blair)........ Send to Tyrone Monaca (Beaver)........... Send to Beaver 
Wooster® (Wayne)........ Edwin 8. Wertz | Ashiand (Schuykill)....-.-... W. C. Devitt Monongahela City (Washington)...... 
Yellow Springs (Greene)..... S. W. Dakin | athens (Bradford)......... Send to Canton V. Hazzard 
Youngstown* (Mahoning)....-J. C. Ewing paden (Beaver)............. Send to Beaver Mount Carmel (Northumberland)...... 
Zanesville* (Muskingum)..G. K. Browning | pea ver* (Beaver)....Weyand & Moorhead Preston A. Vought 
Beaver Falls (Beaver)......Send to Beaver Mount Pleasant (W emai wee 
Bellwood (Blair)........... Send to Tyrone ,. evin A. Cort 
Oklahoma Territory. Bellefonte* (Centre)......... H. C. Quigley Nanticoke (Luzerne).......... H. P. Robins 
Benton (Columbia)............8. B. Karns | Natalie (Northumberland)............ 
PE targa whsidegecscacd Send to Anadarko Bethlehem (Northampton)....R. S. Taylor Send to Mt. Carmel 
Anadarko (Caddo)......... Dyke Ballinger | Bloomsburg* (Columbia)....Albert W. Duy New Brighton (Beaver)....Send to Beaver 
Refers to First National Bank. {Bradford (McKean)......... James George New Castle* (Lawrence)............ 
pr SS ee Send to Anadarko | Blossburg (Tioga)........... F. S. Hughes GREGORY & DICKEY 
— a) a R. J. Shive | Bridgeport (Montgomery)............. Refer to First National Bank, National 
iis tse dna wo Send to Anadarko | Bend to Norristown Bank of Lawrence County and Citizens’ 
Blaskweil OS , Saar JOHN 8S. BURGER Bristol (Bucks)............... F. G. James | ,, National Bank. 
Refers to First National Bank, Black- | Brockwayville (Jefferson)............. Norristown* (Montgomery)............ 
well National Bank, Blackweli State. H. B. Met ullough Samuel H. High 
Bank. | Brookville* (Jefferson)......... Oil City (Venango)........... Ash & Speer 
C. TETIRICK. Refers to Black- | Alexander C. & John M. White Refer to First National Bank. 
well National Bank. | Bryn Mawr (Montgomery)............ Osceola Mills (Clearfield)..Send to Tyrone 
Bridgeport.............. Send to Anadarko | William R. Fisher | Pennsylvania Furnace (Huntington) 
ene are Send to Anadarko | Butler* (Butler).............A. T. Black Send to Tyrone 
EN head 0 adic tl Send to Anadarko |Canton (Bradford).................... * | PHILADELPHIA®* (Philadelphia) 
Chandier® Ceieodin) . os ccevdexiae S. Decker | EMERSON J. CLEVELAND | CARR, BARTLETT & SMYTH (Suc- 
pe SO eee Send to Anadarko Cleveland's Block, Sullivan street. Re- cessors to Carr & Franciscus), 607-610 
Eldorado (Green) Foe. ts eee W. C. Austin | fers to first National Banks of Can- | Provident Bldg. Commercial and cor- 
Refers to First National Bank. ton, Towanda and Troy, and Hon. A. C | poration law. Collection department : 
El Reno* (Canadian)...... WwW. Mz. BWoliece | Fasates. President Judge of Bradford thoroughly modern and well equipped. ; 
Enid* (Garfield)........ MOORE & MOORE. Cou | Depositions taken by Notary, James j 
SS ae Send to Anadarko Cestoubaie (Lackawana)............. | J. Donnelly. References: New York: x 
Ce ee) SE Geo. 8. Green F. M. Monaghan | J. Spencer Turner Co., Rusch & Co i 
Tibbetts & Fred W. Green. Carlisle* (Cumberland) Herman Berg, Jr. | McKesson & Robins, Parke, Davis & ta: 
Hilteboceagh Reh oeeae ale Send to Anadarko Chambersburg* (Franklin)..W. Alexander Co., Fritz & La Rue, B. Altman & Co. te 
ESE Send to Anadarko Chester (Delaware)......... G. B. Lindsay Philadelphia: Provident Life & Trust ‘i 
Hobart® (Kiowa)....... Morse & Standeven |Clarion* (Clarion).......... Reid & Maffett Co.; Fourth Street National Bank; Se- #! 
Sea Pe heey: to Anadarko | |Claysville (Washington).............. ae Bank; Supplee Hardware Co.; te 
Kingfisher* (Kingfisher)......J. M. Graham | Send to Washington Johns Manville Co.; John & i 
Lawton (Comanche)...........-seees. | Clearfiela* py eater pad é ches J. B. McEnally James Dobson; Harrison Bros. & Co., | £ 
8 ~ Bros. & Co. Coatesville (Chester).....W. E. Greenwood Inc. it 
IS Cs Ui 00s 0 06 0 00 oe — s Anadarko College Hill (Beaver)..... Send to Beaver & DOWNS (J. Howard Re- 4 
Mulhall (Logan) von wa taene Matthews | Collegeville (Montgomery)............ ber). Assoicate Counsel, Percival H. -- 
Newkirk* (Kay)........... Wwittiem Rouse | Send to Norristown Granger and Horace W. Leeds. Spe- et 
Norman* (Cleveland). .Fisher & Hennessey |\Columbia (Lancaster)....Alfred C. Bruner cial departments prepared to handle iy 
Oklahoma City* (Oklahoma).....+.« Refers to Columbia National Bank. collections or a class of litigation. ‘ 
Crockett & ‘Johnson | |Connellsville (Fayette)....P. S. Newmeyer | Thoroughly equipped reporting de- 
Pawhuska (Osage)........ e668 Shinn | Conshohocken (Montgomery) ss a ae partment. Depositions to Wm. ‘ 
Pawnee* (Pawnee)....Edward L. Lemer Send to Norristown | Smith. Correspondents: Mercantile 
Parry* (Noble).......... cig so Harris Conway (Beaver)...........Send to Beaver | Adjuster, Martindale Mercantile 
> 


a 
eaten oa 





Page 


SST 


| Refers to Sharon 
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Agency, National 


; Surety 
Americar La 


Company, 


wyers Co., Associated 
Trades Law List, Attorneys and 
Agencies Association Philadelphia 
References: Curtis, H. C & Co 
Davis Co. Joel, Bailey, Eisenlohr, 


Githens, Rexamer & 
Bros., Howett-Warnel! 
phia National Bank, 
H., Mfg. Co., Thomp 
Co., Inc., Wampole 
Co., West End Trust 


bros., 





ird Bldg Gen il il Ww 

ration and Commer 

ollectionm Department (« 

1891) under direct supervl 
ompetent management 
rep t aken. Issue Commissions 
to kdn und W Kirby, Esq Stenog 
raphers and Notaries in office Lo 


cal and Long Distance Telephones 

htefers to Continental Title and Trust 

Co., Market Street National Bank. All 

~ idges of Common Pleas Courts of 
iladelphia County 


HOPPER, LESSIG & SMITH, 803 Land 


Title Bldg See advertising card 
Phillipsburg (Centre). .Geo. W. Ziegler 
Ktefers to the First National Bank 


Phoenixville (Chester)...... H. H. Kilkyson 
Refers to Farmers’ & Merchants’ Na 
tional Bank of Phoenixville. 
PITTSBURG* (Allegheny) 


WAY, WALKER & MORRIS, 1106-1110 


Frick Bldg Long Distance Tele 
phone, 1524 Court. Cable Address, 
“WAY.” Real Estate and Corpora 


litigation 
Trust Com 


tion Law and commercial 
Counsel for Commwealth 


pany, Commonwes lth Real Estate 
Company, Liberty Nat. Bank, Liberty 
Savings -Bank, Robinson Brothers 


Refer to People’s Nat. 
Nat. Bank, Colonial 
Equitable Trust 
wealth Trust Company, 
Bank of Pittsburg, Nat. 


Bank, Union 
Trust Company, 
Company, Common 
Liberty Nat 
Bank of Com- 
inerce, 
& Colby, Kellogg, Beckwith & Emery, 
Hastings & Gleason, New York; Nat 
Bank of the Republic, Holt, 
& Sidley; Musgrave, Vrooman & Lee, 
Sidley, Musgrave, Vrooman & Lee, 
Chicago; Ledbetter & Bledsoe, Ard 
more, l. T.; Gans & Haman, Balti- 
more; Hill, Bangs, Barlow & Homans, 
Boston; Hull & Comstock, Buffalo; 
Mordecai & Gadsden, Charleston; 
Brewer, Cook & McGowan, Cleveland; 
Arnold, Morton & Irvine, Columbus; 
Bicksler, Bennett & Nye, Denver; 
Dunshee & Dorn, Des Moines; Cham- 
Pickens, Moores & Davidson, 
Indianapolis; Lathrop, Morrow, Fox & 

Moore, Kansas City; W. W. Watts, 
i Louisville; Winkler, Flanders, Smith, 


bers, 


Bottom & Fawcett, Milwaukee; Din- 
kelspiel & Hart, New Orleans; Bal- 
dridge & De Bord, Omaha; White, 


White & Taulane, Philadelphia; 
G. W. Dinkelspiel, San 
Ralston & Siddons, Washington; 
Stanley, Vermillion & Evans, 
ita; Blake, Lash & Cassels, Toronto; 
Stibbard, Gibson & Co. London; 
James H. Vickery, Berlin. 


Henry 


WESLEY K. WOODBURY 
Punxsutawney .(Jefferson).Jacob L. Fisher 
Refers to Punxsutawney National and 
First National Banks. 
teading* 
Renovo (Clinton)... 
Reynoldsville (Jefferson)..G. M. 
Ridewar® CHEK) <. + <csessvasbe Fred H. Ely 
Roaring Spring (Lycoming).......... 
Send to Tyrone 
Rochester (Beaver)........ Send to Beaver 
Royersford (Montgomery)............- 
Send to Norristown 
Sayre (Bradford).......... Send to Canton 
Schwenksville (Montgomery)......... 
Send to Norristown 
(Lackawanna)..J. W. McDonald 
(Northumberland).......... 
I 


Scranton* 
Shamokin 


Sharon (Mercer) < . <6 30 essccwes Roy Neville 
Savings & Trust Co. 
and Merchants’ 
tional Bank 
(Se huylkill) TS eee 
Edward W. Shoemaker 
Smethport* (McKean).......... E. R. Mayo 
Souderton (Montgomery).............. 


Shenandoah 





Russell & Winslow, Alexander | 


Wheeler | 


Francisco; | 


Wich- | 


Pittston (LUserne ..ceccccccses F. S. Mosier | 
Port Matilda (Center)...... Send Ray Tyrone 
Pottstown (Montgomery)..George L. Egolf 
Pottsville® (Schuylkill) ........csceres 


W. Shipman | 


& Manufacturers’ Na- | 


Send to Norristown ' 


THE 


South Bethlehem (Northampton)...... 
J. D. Broadhead 
Creek (Huntingdon).......... 
send to Tyrone 
s M (E ..D. J. Driscoll 
S BS pe! BEETS TS © ; a ote alana 
K. McWilliams 
Susq 1 (Susquehanna) ; -_ 
John D. Miller 
Ite s to the First and City National 
I Kx 
T us (Schuylkill). J. Lineweaver 
r il (Crawford). S. Grumbine 
I" la (Bradford) Send to Canton 
Trappe (Montgomery).Send to Norristown 
I nent (Schuykill). hk. S. Bashore 
I (Bradford) : Send to Canton 
lyvror iir) ‘ ‘ Hicks & Templeto 
niontown*® (Fayette) H. L. Robinson 
Wa (Warren)..Lindsay & McDonald 
\W rior’s Mark (Huntington) sim, faites 
Send to Tyron 
Washington* (Washington). 


Watsontown (Northumb« 


West 


Wellsbe 


Williamsburg (Blair). 
Williamsport* (Lycoming) 
CANDOR & MUNSON. 
Lycoming National 

Branch National 


rt 


Bridgewater (Bei 


AMERICAN 


John N Patterson 
rlan 


ro (Tioga)...... 
W ikeabarre® 


(Luzerne) 


Passenger Ra 
Water Co., 


one Co. The i 


H. N 


Send to 


Bank, 
stitution of Williamsport, 
ilWays, 


LAWYER 


nd to Sunbury 
iver).. aati 
Send to Beaver 
Sherwood 
Ansart 
Tyrone 


. Felix 


Attorneys for 
West 
Savings In 
Williams 
Williams 
Pennsylvania Tele- 
Bb. Claflin Co., 


Bank, 


n C. Burke 
i. kK. Tiepke 


R \e Dun Co 
YORK cYe 
JOnE ¥. ‘KELL. Refers 
tik il Bank 
Rhode Island. 
| Newport* (Newport)....... 
Paw tucket (Providence). 
> . (Providence) 


“EDWARD C. idence) 


Bani- 

gan Bldg Represent the United 

States Fidelity & Guaranty Company, 

The American Lawyers, and all the 

| principal lists Refer to Bradstreet, 

Martindale and Hubbell. Corporation 

} and commercial practice a specialty 
| See card 

| Warren (Bristol)........ Charles B. Mason 

| Westerly (Washington)....H. W. Rathbun 


Refers to National Niantic 


Woonsocket (Providence)... 


Aiken* 


‘ Pnwel 
Bes ufort 
i* 
| der 


(Becks) ...... Stevens & Stevens | 
-Send to Lock Haven | 
McDonald | 


(Aiken) 


\* 


“942-943 


jank. 


.Wm. G. Rich 


South Carolina. 


(Barnwell) 
(Beaufort) 


(Kershaw)....L. 
HAR L ESTON* 


-- &' O Gre 
...G. M. Greene 
W. J. Thomas 


A. Wittkowsky 
(Charleston)......... 
Nathaniel B. Barnwell 


to First Na 





Mound City* 
Parker* 


(Campbell)... 
(Turner) 


.A. Sutherland 
EDWIN LEWIS BROWN 


Reference: R. G. Dun & Co. 


Pierre* (Hughes)........ Ivan W. Goodner 
Rapid City* (Pennington)....A. K. Gardner 
Redfield (Spink)........... Wm. Issenhuth 


Kefers to Bank of Redfield and Red- 
field National Bank 
SLOUX FALLS* (Minnehaha) 
BAILEY & VOORHEES. Attorneys for 
Sioux Falls National Bank, G. 
Dun & Co., Illinois Central Railroad 
Co. and Western Union Telegraph Co., 
American Surety Co 
Sisseton* (Roberts)...... 
'yndall* (Bon Homme) 
vermillion*® (Clay). 


H. Babcock 
hiote A. Stillwell 
.Jared Runyan 


Wagner (Charles Mix)...... H. D. James 
Refers to First State Bank. 
Yankton* (Yankton)...... Rk. E. McDowell 
Tennessee. 
Bristol*® (Sullivan)........ Curtin & Shelton 


Butler* (Johnson)... 


ant -Send to Elizabethton 
Centreville 


CHRACRIRGID «00 000 vicaseeus 
: Clagett & Cunningham 

‘harlotte* (Dickinson)........ Ww Cook 

Chattanooga* (Hamilton)............. 


BUREETT, MILLER, MANSFIELD 


& SwaxrcPruRry. 
Clarksville* (Montgomery)..Savage & Fort 
Columbia* (Maury)...... H. P. EF. Figures 
Covington (Tipton)........... H. C. Boals 


‘cumberland Gap (Claiborne).......... 
s J. H. 8S. Morrison 
Elizabethton* -Tipton & Miller 


' Franklin* 


(Carter).. 
C Willtaeeeen) .... cave can daes 

Eggleston & Eggleston 
Refer to National Bank of Franklin and 
Williamson County Banking & Trust 
Co., Franklin. 


Harriman (Roane).......... Ss. Cc. Brown 
Jackson*® (Madison)........... Cc. G. Bond 
oe Bs ee E. R. Bruce 
BRnoxvilse® (HRMOK)... cc vsces W. D. Wright 
Lenoir City (Loudon)....... Send to Loudon 
| Loudon* (Loudon)......... J. E. Cassaday 
Memphis (Shelby)........... B. H. Motley 


Morristown* (Hamblen)............... 
Shields & Mountcastle 
Murfreesboro (Rutherford)............ 
Jesse W. Sparks 
Refers to First and Stones River Na- 

tional Banks. 
Nashville* (Davidson).. 
Newoprt® (Cocke)....c.csccces Ww . Mims 
Pulaser® COR). 6. wid vaes Flournoy Rivers 

|Roan Mountain (Carter).............. 
Send to Elizabethton 
-Send to Elizabethton 


-Moore & McNally 
- @ 


Shell Creek (Carter). 


|Sparta* (White).......... Smith & Smith 
| Trenton* (Gibson)....Walker & Landrum 
| Watertown (Wilson).......... J. R. Smith 


Refers to the Bank of Watertown. 
Waverly* (Humphreys)....J. F. Shannon 
Winchester* (Franklin)..Ollie W. Anderton 

Refers to Bank of Winchester and 

Bank of Decherd. 


“‘hester* (Chester)........4 Ashbel G. Brice 
| Columbia (Richland)..... Clark & Clark panes. 
sAFFNEY® (Cherokee). .......3: G- OES | abilene* (Taylor).......... Kirby & Kirby 
Refer to Merchants’ and _ Planters’! Alvarado (Johnson)...... Send to Cleburne 
Bank, Gaffney, S. C., and The Victor | Alvin (Brazoria)............cese« . Grass 
Cotton Oil Co., Gaffney, 5S. C. ; Angleton (Brazoria)...... Send to Velasco 
Greenville* (Greenville)..Sirrine & Charles | Aspelmont (Stonewall)....N. J Arrington 
Newberry* (Newberry)....F. H. Dominick | Atlanta (Cass)........... O'Neil & Allday 
| Orangeburg* (Orangeburg)..Wolf & Barry | Austin® (Travis)............ W. A. Gordon 
Rock Hill (York)...........- W. J. Cherry | Bartlott (Williamson)..... k&. W. Johnson 
| Spartanburg* (Spartanburg)..... Henan | Bastrop* Pee eRe Bm &. — 
Mane 74 Bomar & Simpson | Beaumont (Jefferson).......... 
- nion CTimhOe). wccdcrardace +acn Butler Cc OK, HARRIS & LAWHON. * Cor- 
poration and Commercial Law. 
JACKSON & GORDON. Park Bank 
South Dakota. Bldg. General Practice. Refer to 
e Park Bank & Trust Co. 
| Aberdeen* (Brown)..........-. J. E. Adams | Belton* (Bell)......... Arthur M. Monteith 
|} Alexandria* (Hanson)..... P. A. Zollman | Bowie (Montague) a eten ta. Speer & Speer 
| awe (DOUSIES) oso ck cv bains J... aa Addie | Brady* (McCulloch)........ F. M. Newman 
|Bangor* (Walworth)........ W. R. Green | Refers to Comemrcial Bank of Brady. 
| Bonesteel (Gregory)......... Geo. A. Jeffers | Brazoria (Brazoria).......... E. Wilson 
|}Canton* (Lincoln)...... Cuthbert & Carlson Brenham* (Washington)...... po Botts 
|c hamberlain* (Brule).......... Jas. Brown | Cameron* (Milam)......... T. S. Henderson 
|Clear Lake* (Deuel)...... H. J. Honeywell | Campbell (Hunt). .Send to Commerce 
Custer® (Custer)......... Ed. L. Grantham | Celeste (Hunt).......... Send to Commerce 
| Deadwood* (Lawrence)...Martin & Mason /|Cleburne* (Johnson)........ w. Walker 
| Refers to First National Bank. |Coleman* (Coleman)....Randolph & Webb 
|Flandreau* (Moody).......... George Rice |Colorado (Mitchell)........ .. John P. Marrs 
| Ft. Pierre (Stanley)....... Send to Pierre| Columbia (Brazoria)........ R. B. Loggins 
| Hot Springs* (Fall River)............. |Columbus (Colorado)...... Geo. McCormick 
} Cleveland & Juckett |Commerce (Hunt)......... L. Green 
| Howard (Miner)........ A. E. Chamberlain | Conroe (Montgomery). Tv. EL Humphrey 
| Refers to First National Bank. | Cooper* if - ayer -...J. L. Young 
|Huron* (Beadle).........-... L. C. Kemp/|Corno (Hopkins)..... Send to Commerce 
Madison* (Lake)...... D. D. Holridge & Son | Corsicana* (Navarro). 


| Milbank 


(Grant) 
Mitchell* (Davison)... 


. L. 
» = 


sees 


Fuller | Crowley (Tarrant).. 


-W. J. Weaver 
. ss... Send to Cleburne 


Hitchcock Cumly (Hopkins)........Send to Commerce 





ey Se 


a Sear Ww We - Ce =m os =e 


ces 


m 
th 


n 
nm 
d 


Dallas* (Dallas). -Hill & Dabney 
Decatur® (Wise) Spencer & Basham 
Denison (Grayson) a G. Barnes 
Denton*® (Denton) ‘Alvin ¢. Owsley 
tastland* (Eastland) .H. "Pr. Brelsford 
Mdna (Jackson). Dobbs & McCrory 
Elmo (Kaufman) Send to Terrell, Tex. 
El Paso* (El Paso) ..Jno. L. Dyer, Jr. 
Farmersville (Collin) Send to McKinney 
Forney (Kaufman)..Send to Terrell, Tex. 
Fort Worth® (Tarrant).........se.s-. 
George Q. McGown Member Attor- 
neys’ National Clearing House. 
Gainesville* (Cooke) Davis & Thomason 
Galveston* (Galveston) Vheeler & Clough 
Gatesville* (Coryell) .J. E. Walker 
Gonzales (Gonzales)... .......eeeeee0 
Harwood & Walsh 


Grandview* (Hunt) Send to Commerce 


Hico (Hamilton). .....D. Langford 
Hillsboro* (Hill). .F. P. Works 
Houston* (Harris) .E. S. Phelps 
Joshua ( Johnson). ‘Send to Cleburne 
Klondike (Deltn Send to Commerce 
La Grange* (Fayette) Geo. E. Lenert 
Lone Oak (Hunt) Send to Commerce 
Lufkin (Angelina). WwW. J. Townsend 
Manvel (Brazoria) Send to Columbia 
McKinney* (Collin) M. H. Garnett 
Meridian*® (Bosque) H. Cc. Odk 


Montague (Montague) > Send to Bowie 
Palo Pinto (Palo Pinto)..Chas. W. Massie 


Paris® (Lamar). : .c. P. Hale 
Plano (Collin) Send to McKinney 
Port Arthur (Jefferson) ...A. M. Rutan 
Quanah* (Hardeman) Davis E. Decker 
Quinlan (Hunt). Send to Commerce 
Richmond (Fort Bend) ...M. J. Hickey 
Ringgold (Montague) .Send to Bowie 
San Angelo (Tom Green)....J. Spence, Jr. 
San Antonio*® (Bex ) Mrank H. Watsh 
San Saba (San Saba) Rector & Brown 
Sequin (Guadalupe)..Charles H. Donegan 
Sherman* (Grayson) T. L. Brame 


Stephenville (rat! William Pannill 
Stephenville Springs* (Hopkins).....-. 
Sam A. Early 


Sunset (Montague) Send to Rowte 
Taylor (Williamson)... ...R. L. Penn 
Temple (Belle).. Send to Belton 
Terrell (Kaufman) .Robert L. Warren 
Texarkana (Bowie) ..R. R. Lockett 
Tyler* (Smith). W. S. Herndon & Sons 


Venus (Johnson)... -. a Cleburne 

Waco* (McLennan) on Pardue 
Refers to First PEATE “hank. Mem- 
phis, Tex.: American National Bank, 
Terrell, Tex.; National Bank, Terrell, 
Texas: Bank of Biloxi, Miss.; Provi- 
dent National Bank, Waco. 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER 


Virginia. 
Alexandria* (Alexandria). . Ss. G. Brent 
Berkeley (Norfolk)...... See Portsmouth 
= OO” | era Fulton Kegley 
Charlottesville* (Albemarle) i’. Gilmer 
Chatham* (Pittsylvania). ..Bee Danville 
Clifton Forge (Allegheny).. R. G. James 
Danville (Pittsylvania)....L. E Edmunds 


Eastville* (Northampton). ‘ 
Thos. B. Robertson 
Fredericksburg (Spottsylv: ani 1) 
G. R. Fitzhugh 


Harrisonburg* (Rockingham) Sip « Harris 
Hot Springs (Bath).... J. T. McAllister 
Houston* (Halifax)...... James H. Guthrie 
Leesburg (Loudoun) . marrett 
Refers to People’s National Bank of 
Leesburg 
Lexington* (Rockbridge)....W. S. Hopkins 
Lynchburg (Campbell)..James E. Edmunds 
Magruder (York).......... B. H. Evan 


Manassas* (Prince William) } 
W. Sinclair 

Manchester* (Chesterfield). ; 
Lawrer P. Pool 
Refers to Mechanics’ & Merchants’ 


Mathews* (Mathews)......J. Boyd Sears 
Newport News* (Warwick) 

WM. C. STUART. First National Bank 
Building Refers to the First Na- 
tional Bank 

Norfolk* (Norfolk).....W. D. STOAKLEY 
Petersburg (Dinwiddie). ‘ 


Bernard & Townsend 
Pulaski*® (Pulaski)......... ‘ Cc. Brewer 
Richmond (Henrico)........... ¥ 
REGESTER & MULLEN, } Kast 
Main Street. Corporations Insur- 
ance and Banking References: 
American National Bank, Bank of 
Commerce & Trusts, Virginia 
Trust Company, all of Richmond, 
Virginia. See card. 
Roanoke (Roanoke). a. H. Waser 
Stuart® (Patrick)......... ildin, Jr 
Staunton* (Augusta).... \ | xton 
Suffolk (Nansemond)...... Lee Britt 
Warrenton* (Fauquier)..... I. P. Jeffries 


Warsaw* (Richmond)...... J. W. Chinn, Jr. | 


West Appomattox (Appomatt 
Flood & Ferguson 
Refers to Appomatox at West Appo- 
mattox, Va 


Winchester* (Frederick)... R. E. Byrd | 
, gas |) Re ae Bond & Bruce | 


wytheville* (Wythe)....... H. M. Heuser 


Waxahachie* (Ellis) err K. Lancaster | 
Weatherford* (Parker) ..W. R. Vivrett | 
Wichita Falls* (Wichita).............+. 
J. H. Barwise, Jr. 
Woodville* (Tyler) ....J3. A. Mooney 
Utah. 
Beaver (Beaver)......George B. Greenwood 


Refers to State Bank of Beaver. 
Frisco (Beaver). ; ..Send to Beaver 
Logan* (Cashe). .....3. CGC. Walters 
Milford (Beaver). . “Send to Beaver 
Minersville (Beaver).... Send to Beaver | 
Newhouse (Beaver)........ Send to Beaver 
Ogden* (Weber). .George McCormick 


Provo* (Utah)......King, Burton & King! 

Richfield (Sevier)...........-. I. J. Stewart 

Salt Lake* (Salt Lake)..... Booth & Lee 
Vermont. 


Alburgh (Grand Isle)..Send to St. Albans 


Barre (Washington).....F. D. BURGESS) 


Granite Savings 
Barton (Orleans).........- 
Bellows Falls (Windham)....F. A. Bolles 
Bennington* (Bennington). Ww. B. Sheldon 


Ba ank Bul ss 


Brandon (Rutland)...... Edward S. Marsh 
Brattleboro (Windham)...... Frank Stowe 
Burlington* (Chittenden)....Elihu B. Taft 
Cambridge (Lamoille) Send to Hyde Park 
Felchville (Windsor)..... Gilbert A. Davis 
Lyndonville (Caledonia)...... J. T. Gleason 


fers to National Bank of Lyndon. 
Montpelier* (Washington)... .G. . Wing 
Morrisville (Lamoille) Send to Hyde Park 
Northfield (CW ashington) . 3 .c. D. Edgerton 

North Hero* (Grand Isle)..... wi 
— Send to "St. ‘Albans 


Rutland* (Rutland).......... .E. Dana 
Sheldon (Franklin)... .Send to “St. Albans 
St. Albans* (Franklin) 6's ae ...H. M. Mott 


St. Johnsbury* (Caledonia). H. Blodgett 
White River Junction (Windsor) - ate sabe 
Wm. Batchelder 
Windsor (Windsor)...... Gilbert A. Davis 
Woodstock* (Windsor)....F. C. Southgate 


W. Baldwin. 
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Buckhannon* (Upshur)......... F. C. Pifer 
Camden-on-Gauley (Webster)........ 
Send to Webster Springs 
Charleston® (Kanawha)............... 
Price, Smith & Spilman 
Charlestown* (Jefferson)............. 
Forrest W. Brown 
Refers to the Bank of Charlestown. 
‘larksburg* (Harrison)...... Cc. W. Lynch 
Cowen I lo eat Oe 0 die baa er 
( cowen (Webster).Send to Webster Springs 
Cranesville (Preston Co)..Send to Kingwood 
Eglon (Preston Co.). -Send to Kingwood 
aaa 
Send to W seater Springs 
Fairmont* (Marion)......... John Henshaw 
Fayetteville (Fayette)..Payne & Hamilton 

Refer to Kanawha Valley Bank and 

Charleston National Bank, both of 

Charleston, W. Va. 

Gladesville (Preston Co.).Send to Kingwood 
Grafton® (Taylor)......... J. L. Hechmer 
Huntington* (Cabell)..Vinson & Thompson 
lrona (Preston Co.)....Send to Kingwood 
Keyser* (Mineral)........ Fr. M. Reynolds 
Kingwood (Preston) 

WILLIAM G. CONLEY. Refers to 
Kingwood National Bank and Citi- 
zens’ Trust & Guaranty Co., Parkers- 
burg. 

Lane’s Bottom (Webster) ............ 
Send to Webster Springs 
Manheim (Preston Co.)..McNeil & McNeil 

Refers to First National Bank and 

Bank of Marlinion. 

Martinsburg* (Berkeley)...... J. M. Woods 
Masontown (Preston Co.)............ 

Send to yy. 

Montgomery (Fayette)...... V. E. Champe 

Morgantown* (Monongalia).......... 

LAZZELLE & STEWART 

Practice throughout West Virginia in 
both State and Federal Courts. Re- 
fer to Bank of Morgantown and 
Federal Savings and Trust Co. 

Moundsville* (Marshall).............. 

Simpson & Showaor 
Newburg (Preston Co.)..Send to Kingwood 
New Martinsville* (Wetzel) 

J. W. NEWMAN. Collecting a spe- 
cialty. Refers to The New Martins- 
ville Bank, James Hill, Mont Bur- 
rous, Levi Oblinger, |! Rosenberg, 
Irvin Ober, B. Y. Morgan, Jas. V. 
Higgins, Merchant. 

Parkersburg* (Wood) 
| Van Winkle & Ambler. Refer to the 
Parkersburg’ National and First Na- 


| } tional Bank. 
| | Petersburg (Grant).......... L. J. Forman 
Washington. | Point Pleasant* (Mason)...... J. S. Spencer 
Arlington (Snohomish)... er eg ee 
— PN ha ae x sllin -- “ Green ihe esville (Preston Co.)..Send to Kingwood 
veters t¢ é +e 4 n syt » 7 . 
Colfax* (Whitman). ...McCrosky & Canfield | Repl yon ue Coeecton Go) ean & Baker 
Dayton*® (Columbia)........M. M. Godman | Send to Kingwood 
|Montesano (Chehalis)......... W. H. Abel | saint Marys* (Pleasants) -. 2 ester 
Mount Vernon* (Skagit)..Smith & Browley Sistersville* (Tyler) thi i. N Kimball 
North Yakima* (Yakima)......Fred Parker Spencer (Roane) THOMAS P RYAN 
| tefers to First National Bank Refers to the Bank of Spencer. 
|Oakesdale (Whitman)......... James F. Fisk 'Sutton® (Braxton). .MORRISON & RIDER 
Olympia* (Thurston)......... T. N. Allen Refer to the Sutton Bank. 
Port Townsend* (Jefferson).A. W. Buddress 4 - 
Pullman (Whitman)......... W. H. Harvey | LUnnelton (Preston Co.).Send to Kingwood 


'Seattle* (King) 
SAULSBERRY & STUART. Rooms 305 
and 306 Marion Block. Refers to the 


Washington National Bank 
Snohomish* (Snohomish)... .. J. V. Bowen 
South Bend* (Pacific)...... Hewen & Miller 
Spokane* (Spokane)...... Samuel R. Stern 
| Sprague (Lincolm)......... John I. Melville 
| Refers Bank of Sprague. 


Tacoma® (Pierce) ...-ss0.-++s- 
CHAUN 


Surety Company, New York: Niagara 
County National Bank and Farmers’ 
& Mechanics’ Savings Bank, Lock- 
port, N. Y.; National Bank of Com- 
merce, Tacoma, Wash. 
Walla Walla* (Walla Walla)........ 
Brooks & Bartlett 


West Virginia. 


Addison (Webster)....See Webster Springs 
Albrights (Preston Co.)..Send to Kingwood 
Aurora (Preston Co.)....Send to Kingwood 
Bluefield (Mercer) 

D. M. Easley. Refers to the First Na- 
tional Bank and Flat Top National 
Bank. 

L. J. Holland. Refers to the First Na- 
tional Bank. 

Brandonville (Preston Co.).......... 
Send to Kingwood 

Bruceton Mills (Preston Co.)......... 
Send to Kingwood 


CEY E. DUNKLEBERGER, 402 
Berlin Building. Refers to American | 


| Terra Alta (Preston Co.).Send to Kingwood 
|Wainville (Webster)................. 
Send to Webster Springs 
Webster Springs* (Webster)......... 
Thurmond & Wooddell 
Welch (McDowell)............ Bell & Litz 
Refer to McDowell County Bank. 
Wellsburg* (Brooke)..... Ww. Werkman 
Wheeling* (Ohio) 
Garvin & McKee (T. M. Garvin and D. 
A. McKee), General Practice, except 
criminal. Corporation, Commercial 
and real estate law a = specialty. 
Companies incorporated. Attorneys 
Center Wheeling Savings Bank and 
other resident and foreign Corpora- 


tions. 
Williamson* (Mingo) 
Sheppard, Goodykoontz & Scherr. Re- 
fers to Mingo County Bank. 


Wisconsin. 
Algoma (Kewaunee).......... M. T. Parker 
Antigo* (Langlade)...... a H. Hay 
Appleton* (Outagamie)........ H. D. Ryan 
Arcadia (Trempealeau)............... 
OND & BICHMOND 
Be as 0k 6nc ends cebesec 
Sanborn, Lamoreux & Pray 
Baraboo* (Sauk)...... ....Bentley & Kelly 
| UU” ee Theo. D. Woolsey 
Blair (Trempealeau)......Send to Arcadia 
Boscobel (Grant)........ William E. Howe 
Bruce (Gates).......... Send to Ladysmith 
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Chippewa Falls* (Chippewa).......... ‘ 
Jenkins & Jenkins 


Clintonville (Waupaca)....... Clen & Clen 
Columbus (Columbia)......E. E. Brossard 
Danville (Dodge)....... Send to Columbus 
Darlington* (La Fayette)..Orton & Osborn 
Delavan (Walworth)... .c. J. Sumner 


Refers to Citizens’ Bank of Delavan 
and E. Latimer & Co., Bankers. 
Dodgeville* (lowa)..........+« J. J. Hoskins 
Doylestown (Columbia)..Send to Columbus 
Eau Claire* (Eau Claire)...R. D. Whitford 
Eleva (Trempealeau)...... Se nd to Arcadia 
Ettrick (Trempealeau)..... Send to Arcadia 
Fall River (Columbia)...Send to Columbus 
Fond du Lac* (Fond du Lac)......... 
E. P. Worthing 
Galesville (Trempeauleau).Send to Arcadia 
Glen Flora (Gates)....Send to Ladysmith 
Green Bay* (Brown)....Sheridan & Evans 
Hawkins (Gates)....... Send to Ladysmith 
Independence (Trempealeau).......... 
Send to Arcadia 


Janesville* (Rock)..........4 A. A. Jackson 
Keyser (Columbia)..... Send to Columbus 
Kenosha (Columbia)......James Cavanagh 
Kewaunee* (Kewaunee)......... Geo. Wing 


La Crosse® (Lae Croeme)...<cccccsecssces 
McConnell & Schweizer 
Ladysmith (Rusk)........4 A. N. Anderson 
Refers to State Bank, Ladysmith Na- 
tional Bank 


Lancaster (Grant)...... Bushnell & Moses 
Lowell (Dodge)....... Send to Columbus 
Madison* (Dane)....... VROMAN MASON 


Marinette* (Marinette) .Quinlan & Daily 
MILWAUKEE* (Milwaukee) 

Bloodgood, Kemper & Bloodgood, 39-46 
Mitchell Bldg. Corporation Law. 
General practice. 

New London (Waupaca).....C. A. Holmes 
Oconto* (Oconto)...... Francis X. Morrow 
Oshkosh* (Winnebago) 

Bouck & Hilton. 
man-American Bank and South Side 
Exchange Bank 


Osseo (Trempealeau)... .Send to Arcadia 


Refer to New Ger- | 


Portage* (Columbia)........... E. S. Baker | 
Racine* (Racine)..........< John W. Owen 
Reeseville (Dodge)...... Send to Columbus 
Rio (Columbia)...... Send to Columbus 
Stevens’ Point* (Portage) ais woes G. L. Park 
St. Croix Falls (Polk)...... Mons P. Jerdee 
Sun Prairie (Dane)....Send to Columbus 
Superior* (Douglas)....See West Superior 


Trempealeau (Trempealeau).......... : 
Send to Arcadia 


Viroqua® (Vernon)....°..... Cc. W. Graves 
Waterloo (Dane)........ Send to Columbus 
Watertown (Jefferson)... .. W. H. Woodard 
Waupaca* (Waupaca)...... Irving P. Lord 
Waukesha (Waukesha)....Holt & Coombs 


Wausau* (Marathon)...... Hurley & Jones 
Whitehall* (Trempealeau).Send to Arcadia 


Wyoming. 


Baste, City* (Big Horn) 
Cc. Blake. Refers to State Loan & 
“Trust Co. 


| 


|HALIFAX®* (Halifax).......... 
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HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


Pe? sscanedibokbesn a cee Wise & Nickens 
a eer Tiree A. 8S. Humphreys 


CANADA. 


British Columbia. 


Cranbrook (Kootenay)...... Send to Nelson 
Greenwood (Kootenay)..... Send to Nelson 
Nanaimo (Nanaimo)........... Cc. H. Baker 
Nelson (Kootenay)..Taylor & Hannington 
New Denver (Kootenay)....Send to Nelson 


New Westminster* (Westminster)..... 
Howay & Reid 
Revelstoke (Kootenay)..... Send to Nelson 
Rossland (Kootenay)....... Send to Nelson 
Sandon (Kootenay)......... Send to Nelson 


Slocan City (Kootenay)....Send to Nelson 

Vancouver (Vancouver)..........eses- 
Wilson, Senkler & Bloomfield 

Victoria? CVSSROIGR) 66 55.0500% su tues 


Drake, Jackson & Helmcken 


Manitoba. 
Brandon* (Brandon)......... H. L. Adolph 
Dauphin (Marquette)......... A. E. Wilkes 
Refers to the Bank of Ottawa. 
Hartney (Winchester)........ G. 3S. Hallen 


Portage La Prairie* (Portage La Prairie) 
KE. Anderson 
Winnie. (QatRIFEED «:00:0.040 bees ossennad 
M’Donald, Tupper, Phippen & Tupper 


New Brunswick. 


Fredericton (York)........ Arthur R. Slipp 

Moncton (Westmoreland).Harvey Atkinson 

St. John* (St. John)...Barnhill & Sanford 

St. Stephen (Charlotte)..W. C. H. Grimmer 

Woodstock (Carleton)........ A. B. Connell 
Refers to Bank of Nova Scotia and 
Bank of Montreal. 


New Foundland. 


St. Johns (St. Johns)...... Kent & Howley 


North West Territories. 


Calgary* (Alberta Ter.)....W. L. Bernard 
Edmonton (Alberta Ter.)..Taylor & Boyle 
Regina (Assiniboia Ter).Haultain & Robson 
Yorktown (Assiniboia Ter.)........... 


James F. MacLean | 


Nova Scotia. 
|Amherst* (Cumberland)......... H. Logan 
|Annapolis Royal* (Annapolis)... J. Ritchie 


Bridgewater (Lunenburg).......... 
Send to Lunenburg 
B. Ross 
Lunenburg* (Lunenburg)... .S. : Chesley 
Mahone Bay (Lunenburg)............ 
Send to Lunenburg 


|New Glasgow (Pictou)..Jennison & Graham 


W.S. Collins. Refers to First National 
Bank, Buffalo, Wyo. 

Buffalo* (Johnson)........ Cc. H. Parmelee 
Casper* (Natrona)......... John B. Barnes | 
Refers to Stockmen’s National Bank. 
Cheyenne* (Laramie)....... Cc. W. Burdick 
ee OR UR eee W. L. Walls 
Douglas* (Converse)......... *. H. Harvey 
Evanston* (Uinta)....... Robert 8S. Spence 
Lander* (Fremont)............ E. H. Fourt 
Laramie* (Albany).......... N. E. Corthell | 

Rawlins* (Carbon)....HOMER ME 

Rock Springs* (Sweetwater)..:...... 
Taliaferro & Dunton 

Sheridan* (Sheridan)....E. E. Lonabaugh | 

Sundance* (Crook)......... Melvin Nichols 


PORTO RICO. 


SAN JUAN..Rounds, Hatch && Dillingham | 


PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


REA WER. 040s tnbeee tala nen G. Araneta Galt (Waterloo)............A. 


|Parisboro (Cumberland)........ Cc. 8. Muir 

South Brookfield* (Queens).......... 
Crofton U. McLeod | 

Springhill (Cumberland).............. 


Send to Amherst, N. 8S. 
Stellarton (Pictou)...Send to New Glasgow 


|Sydney* (Cape Breton) 
ROSS & 


|Truro* (Colchester)....... 


ROSS, Ross Block. Refer to. 


Bank of Montreal. 

.N. J. Layton 

Westville (Pictou)..Send to New Glasgow 

Windsor (Hants)........... . M. Christie 

Yarmouth* (Yarmouth)........... 
Sandford H. Pelton, K. C. 


Ontario. 


|Barrie* (Simcoe)......... .....-Donald Ross 


| Belleville* (Hastings)...... Ww 


m. N. Ponton 
Vice Consul United States at Belleville. 


|Chatham* (Kent).......Wilson, Pike & Co. 


E. Millican 


Scott, Lees, Hobson & "Ste hen 

Kingston* (Frontenac) i obevsh res ing 

London (Middlesex)........ H. Bartram 

= owns st. —— to \ EB Bank, 

ondon branch, or Ontario Loa: De- 
benture Co., London. a 

Ottawa (Carleton) 
RAC 


Hamilton* (Wentworth) 


KEN, HENDERSON & Mo- 
DOUGAL, Barristers, Solicitors, ete. 
Supreme Court and Departmental 
Agents. Refer to Bank of Qtewe. 
McLAURIN & MILLAR (G. McLaurin, 
LL.B.; Haldane Millar), 19 Elgin st. 
Barristers, Solicitors, Notaries, ete. 
References: Bank of Ottawa, Deer- 
ing Harvester Co., Chicago. 
Seater (horse bin 6 Canes eke S. Hays 
t. Catharines* (Lincoln) .Colli 
TORONTO®* (York) " n & ~— 
Jas. R. Roaf, aa Ane St. E. 
Windsor* (Essex). eh eseced Ellis & Ellis 


Prince Edward Island. 


Charlottetown* (Queens)..Mellish & Mellish 
Summerside* (Prince)........ John H. Bell 


Quebec. 


Danville (Shipton) L. Joubert 
Refers to Eastern Township Bank at 
Richmond, Que. 

MONTREAL* (Montreal)...... 

Atwater, Duclos ~~ Chawin 

New Carlisle (Bonaventure)........ 

James Edward Mills 

Quebec* (Quebec B ay ans wademes aed 

Caron, Pentland & Stuart 


MEXICO. 
MEXICO (City of) 
J. L. STARR HUNT, Licensed Member 


of the Mexican Bank, Calle de Mon- 
tealegre, No. 20. 


| 
| 
| a 
} 


ENGLAND. 


LONDON (Middlesex) 

J. ARTHUR TT, 3 Temple Gar- 
dens, W. C. 

Jno. Burke Hendry, 7 New Square, Lin- 


colns Inn & Mores Passage (opp. 
Law Courts), Carey st. 


PRANCE. 


PIERRE, A. French 
Advocate, Member z the English 
Bar, 56 rue la Boetie. 


GERMANY. 
STRASSBURG (Alsace) 


ADLER, American Attorney, 
Commissioner of Deeds. 


HOLLAND. 
RotherteaMh ois shi deb sacecdideavesd ou 
DES. VAN Tappewewne & van 
Lawye and 
licitors. E ‘aglish. French 
and German. Wijnhaven 92-94 Regen- 





tesse Buildings. 
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MONEY SAVED 


From 10 to 40 per cent. if when adding to your library you write us for our price on excellent second-hand daw books. 
We have the largest stock in the United States. Below we list a few items, all in good second-hand onder. Do not fail to 





write us when you want anything in the line of a law book. 
J 
WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK COMPANY, ROCHESTER, N. Y. 
Am. and Eng. Ency. of Law, Ist Ed., 31-vols......... $ 30 00 Webster's English Patent Cases, 2-vols. in 1......... $ 8 00 
a Am. and Eng. Ency. of Law, 2nd Ed., 32-vols........ 150 00 Myer’s Federal Decisions, 30-vols.................. 200 00 
cney. of Pleading and Practice, 23-vols............. 65 00 Benton's 30 years in U 8. Senate, Ba. gids» «hows Ue’ 6 00 
7 American Bankruptcy Reports, 16-vols. and digest... 50 00 Blaine’s 20 years in Congress, o-VeNS iwike web ened eet 5 00 
American Probate Reports, annotated, 8-vols....... - 28 00 Century Digest, 50-vols........... 
American Probate Reports, 8-vols..................- 24 00 Annual Digest, complete to date. ” ee tee eRe 300 00 
Am. and Eng. R. R. Cases, 61-vols. and 2 digests.... 80 00 Dee Te eG as bh cx wracindeeedca en ovciesc 130 00 
Am. and Eng. R. R. Cases, New Series, 40-vols. and OS BO CS 8 a ey eee 150 00 
. 0 FRR ey Or as ee eee 90 00 i ta, Se ia. Ja) 2.5 C6G od @ 6a eels seen ¢ © @ ee 215 00 
‘ Am. and Eng. Corporation Cases, 48 vols............. 40 00 uneeee eG IIIS oo. oc dd nwidcuciedc tone taneoss 190 00 
American Law Review, 323-vole........éececsevecees 30 00 Ss. E Reporter, RA ss ow aw Dae oe Pudé bwe ows ee 110 00 
5 Southern Law Review, 8-vols............-ceseeeeees 8 00 Be W.. Feaperset, Sere 6 0 Oe Foe owe PSUs cicivccccccs 210 00 
a Colorado Reports, 6-vols. to the reporter........... 15 00 Southern Reporter, 40-VoOls. . 6... c ccc cccccceccccccce 90 00 
Massachusetts Reports, 185-vols...........-...e0+5. 240 00 Federal Reporter, 146-vols.. . 2.0... cccccctcscceccecs 300 00 
Massachusetts Reports, 138-vols. to the reporter.... 175 00 Wait's Actions and Defenses, 8-vols. and index...... 13 50 
Ss Michigan Reports, single volume edition, annotated, Pield’s Lawyers EirdeGp,. 6-Voles occ cscs cece cec ccc 4 50 
129-vols., Harrington, Walker & Douglas, 133-vols. Viner's Abridgement,_ 30-vols. .............cccceccees 15 00 
] Om Gilibe oc a 0 ek ie a Pe okie 60) 0 Caan eka 160 00 Peterdorff’s Abridgement, 17-vols.............c.cee. 5 00 
U Same to the Reporter, 44-vols........-.....00eceeeees 65 00 Bacon's Abridgement, 10-vols Bouvier’s Notes....... 12 50 
Original edition to the Reporter, 44-vols............ 60 00 English Chancery Reports, full American Reprint, 69- 
h N. J. Law and Equity Reports, complete to the Re- ey re Si a ee 60 00 
ul wheter, . ChsFOMS aldi edad ois hea k kar ¢200nsanie 04 140 00 English Common Law Reports, 118 vols. and 3 digests. 75 00 
. Y¥. Court of Appeals Reports, 185-vols. single vol- ienglish Exchequer Reports, American Reprint, 47 
wane OGRCREE 5. ccs 0 clr dd ahh Wa b Ee odbc icc tweet ines 145 00 WRENS. -¢ onde ended aa tae Melee % 6s Coan ba eeemencd ee ox 40 00 
Same to the Reporter, 98-vols.............eeeeeeees 95 00 English Law and Equity, 40-vols. and digest......... 20 00 
New York Court of Appeals Reports, annotated Moak’s English Reports, 38-vols. and 2 digests....... 20 00 
edition, 106-vale. fm Be BOGE. oo occ cc ccccesccccee 75 00 Bevan's English Reports, 36-vols. (Chancery)....... 72 00 
rt New York Supreme Court Reports—Barbour, 67-vols. 75 00 Bligh’s House of Lords, 3-vols..............seeeee 10 00 
it Cemeiens, T6UGR «5.6204 nadie Mkdale Cod areceacegeese 12 00 Bligh’s House of Lords, New Reports, 1l-vols....... 50 00 
Sneepeon & Coak, GV sas osc oes owns cares cceveles 12 00 Brown's Parliamentary Cases, 8-vols............... 8 00 
GG; OB VOU obs 5h ca ke neh aa «sw ak. us te kane oe 175 00. Brown's Chancery Reports, 4-vols.................. 3 00 
in Appellate Division Reports, RS he eee 220 00 @©Colles’ Parliamentary Cases. I-vol.................. 3 00 
Miscellaneous Reports, 46-vols............0eeeeeee0 55 00 Cox’s Chancery CaeOe,  2-VOlS.s 2266s ccc cc clecsccccies 3 00 
Is N. Y. Common Law Reports, 80-vols. in 39 books.-... 30 00 Clark & Finnelly & Clark’s House of Lords, 23-vols.. 20 00 
N. Y. Common Law eports, 80-vols. in 17 books, Atkyn’'s Chancery Reports, 3-vols.........s.cccceces 2 25 
rt aemeGa See GOI Une wk ba Rh anc cheb dasaercuderc 30 00 Ambler’s Chancery Reports, 2-vols. 1828 edition...... 3 00 
N. Y. Common Law Reports, 80-vols. in 76 books, Dow & Clark’® Meporem, B-VOli socks ccci cc ccc cc cucess 10 00 
SERGES WOMGMIEE “as 65 ce chal Seen 06.0 ten Omd 8 ta ed be 0 30 00 OS TR GS 5 oS 0 a Sabi d oboe Mes cccccccees 10 00 
N. Y. Chancery Reports, 32-vols. annotated edition, CORE Or AN 0 kn eed 0 Sy os uae ieiavd 25 00 
Si FS MOM. «cd alk PAE aay 44 os Doles CBSE N Wes Kees 20 00 Drury’s & Small’s Reports, 2-vols.................-¢ 25 00 
N. Y. Chancery Reports, 32- ee ee eee 20 00 GET ares Tee 6 8 SikSAMS cide ce VAIREE wdc ccwecce 25 00 
New York Superior Court Reports, complete, 62-vols.. 100 00 Hare’s Chancery Reports, ll-vols................... 11 00 
Or a set up to the New York Supplement, 55-vols... . 75 00 Henning & Miller’s Reports, 2-vols................. 16 00 
New York Common Pleas Reports, 22-vols.......... 90 00 Jacob's Chancery Reports, 1-vol.................... 1 00 
New York Surrogate Reports, 18-vols............... 80 00 Jacob & Walker’s Chancery Reports, 2-vols.......... 1 50 
New York Transcript Appeals, 6-vols.............+-. 20 00 SEROUS ODES a ho bak aoc ede ccc necccécces 12 50 
Parker’s New York Criminal Reports, 6-vols....... 6 00 Johnson & Remming’s Reports, 2-vols............... 15 90 
or Howard's New York Practice Reports, 67-vols....... 50 00 Kaye & Johnson’s Reports, 4-vols................... 25 00 
n- Abbott’s New York Practice Reports, 35-vols. bound ye EO eee 3 50 
eS PP PE are eT eee 90-60 Keen's Reports, B-velia. wi. «in op tetece des cccececess 1 50 5 
ener e. Wee Ca I h tiaw boars ck c'nh sc coun cecs 50 00 McLean & Robinson’s Reports, 1-vol................ 5 00 :* 
' New York Civil Procedure Reports, 35-vols.......... 40 00 Maddock’s Chancery Reports, 6-vols................ 3 00 te 
New York Weekly Digest, 26-vols...............0.5. 26 00 Merivale’s Chancery Reports, 3-vols................. 1 50 ex 
New York Legal Observer, 12-vols.................. Se. Ge. Mytine BG ins bitila Sen do has we ocd conc ce cs 3 75 ‘ 
New York State Reporter, 130-vols................. 175 00 Myline & Keen’s Reports, 3 vols....................-. 2 25 i. 
This set gives all cases of the inferior courts Meville & MeNamara’s R. R. and Canal Cases, 1-vol.. 3 50 tai 
titting onto Vol. 40 of Hun. Peere Williams’ Chancery overt S VON. ¢e.078.<5.. 2 25 z 
7 62-vols. to the pcan PIs «tee a eaira aoe os v «e's 75 00 sore “4 & cau foe B-VOEBs 6 od owt Fie ed eee : 50 ie 
Ohio Reports, 20-vols..... tussell’s eports PUES Roe Scho areeanedcccececcoecce 75 re | 
Ohio State Reports, éicvols | in all 84-vols......... 120 00 Simon's ROPOrts, LI+VOMS Eis Soe ea Se cece ccccece 10 00 +4 
ar- Or 6S Woe. Bowe Bae WON, 6c cc ccc cco semccccbciac 70 00 Simson’ @ Fees ee ta Os 5 6 6 oon hc Week cccccccce 1 50 1 
Wisconsin Reports, 120 vols. and 3 of Pinney, an- Schoales & Lefroy’s Reports, ee ee Cee eee 1 00 if 
in- MOCMEOR GCULION 6 Sb chee wdc wr enebccccecvsscesecs 175 00 Showers’ Parliamentary Cases, 4th edition, Lavell... 5 00 i} 
pp. Same, -cetetainl BOs ee. a cle os cc neomcdensdes 160 00 ‘Small & Giffard’s Reports, 3 vols................-- 5 00 ia 
Or the above up to the Reporter, annotated edition, ae <—— . & Gould’s Reports, Irish Chancery i: 
SS. DORR nap ates ti We how Wb as we eb cede ete asadecs ' Ol. .... RRR eee ee ee ee ee newness 
Original edition, 48 books to the Reporter........... 65 00 Drury & Warren, Irish Chancery, 4-vols f 9-vols. in all. 18 00 
U. 8. Supreme Court Reports, law editions, 50 books.. 15000 Prury. Irish Chancery, -vol......... 
Supreme Court Reporter, 26 books.................. o0o 0 ou & Latouche, Irish Chancery, 3-vols | 
_S. Supreme Court Reports, Curtis & Miller edition, owt anson’s Chancery Reports, 3-vols..............++. 3 00 
203-vols. bound im 176 books.................... 240 00 amiyn’s Chancery Reports, I-vol............++«.++- 1 00 
UV. & Supreme Couct Siaeiits Giiate volume eaiticn Turner & Russell, WFO)... oe. ccc ccceccccccccscecce 1 00 
J. “303-eol . ports, & 300 00 Nernon’s Chancery, 2-vols.............6.se+eeeeeees 1 50 
“VOUS, 2 « + bse Sw SETH eW Eee ees more secerceseces Vesey & Bames’ Reports, 3-vols. ..........eeeceeeees 4 50 
U. S. Supreme Court Reports, original edition, ex- Vesey Jr. Tes 6 waa «cc We ted ctsedvnccee 10 06 
ach cepting one volume, which is the reprint, 203-vols. AS Se RRA reper peenee: 4 50 
ish This is an excellent set...........-.-++seeeeees 350 00) =West’s Reports, RES RA tp SR a 5 00 
Curtis & Miller Edition, 105-vols. and Supreme Court Wilson's Chancery, B-VOl............66scceeeeeceees 2 50 
Reporter 26-vols., making complete set to date... 130 00 Young & Collyer’s, 2-VOl@........ 2... eccesccceeees 1 50 
Fisher’s Patent Cases, 6-vols...... eta bate ¥cie bec 3% 20 00 Bellewe's Cases, Reprint, 1869... . 2.2... 2... .c eee eens 4 00 
Fisher’s Patent Reports, I-vol...............-e005: 2 50 SeneOUG RGU rs occ cc cme c ceccccceecece 1 50 
Banning & Arden’s Patent Cases, 5-vols............- 7 50 Equity Cases Abridged, 2-vols............6.ceeeeees 3 00 
Robl’s Patent Cases, 2-VOEGs icss esac se ccc ccc cccvecs 4 00 Raymond's Reports, King’s Bench, 3-vols............ 2 25 
Whitman's Patent Cases, I-vol............5-4sseeee 3 00 ey eS ee 1 50 
U. S. CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURT 
Blatchford’s Circuit Court Reports, 24-vols.......... 20 00 Dillon, 5-vols......sce+% ‘ 5 00, 
Woodbury'’s & Minot’s Circuit Court Reports 3-vols... 4 50 Story, 3-vols.. fos ievcasescesee- 3 00 
rey, Mason, 5-vols......... Pi EE Se er 5 00 Sumner, 3-vols....... Pesce 3 00 
McLean, 6-vols....... ey Seer) rye OR Pee 6 00 Olcott, 1l-vol......... Di te ceaskscsu cds 1 00 
Washington, 4-vols...... Ra De a te ee ee wid 6 00 TOE, 1-VOE Cia ns eee soda we 6 Gdnde ome 2 50 
Marshall, 2-vols...... OS POET OR PT IeRTES re knee i 4 00 Benedict, a See . 10 00 
pO ee ae Se ae Fe ee eee 350 Ware, 3-vols. puahetee s d0 > Saat anaes 3 00 ° 
Holmes,’ 1-vol.......... iE Saale 5 ain oes oo haha San BbGett, VL... & vbiewiskin sc 1 00 
Curtis, 2-vols...... Lod aw Ub RS WEEN cee co Sb eh occ ccc sees 4 00 Peters, 1-vob. +... ss Stee ek tae 1 00 
armrore,  4-vale, ..) c.c< cn bieed de Meni 480s nae coeds ae 5 00 Baléwin, 1-VOl.. . sds vabeseces 2 00 
yne, 2-vols...... BS RS REE ee POOP ee re eee Bia + Chase, i-vel.:.... 4eeeiiew 1 50 
MISCELLANEOUS 
Bennett's Fire Insurance Cases, 5-vols..........- _ 10 00 Bigelow's Life & Accident Insurance Cases, 5-vols.... 7 50 


am 
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MASSACHUSETTS 
BOSTON 
JOHN W. SAXE 


AND WORCESTER 


JAMES A. SAXE 


(Member of the New York 
Bar and of the U. S. Su- 
preme Court’ Bar.) 
5 SAXE 
4 
SAXE & SAX 
Law Offices 


16 State Street, Worcester County Abstract Co. 


(Registry of Deeds.) 


BOSTON MASSACHUSETTS WORCESTER 


Telepohone 5651 Telephone 410 


Corporation, Insurance, Commercial and Real Estate: Law. 
Practice in all Courts, State and Federal. 
References upon request. 





George V. Phipps 
Frank Durgin 


Dana DeCordova 
Stanley A. Dearborn 


Phipps & Durgin 
Attorneys-at-Law 


Kimball Building, 18 Tremont Street, Boston. 


WE REPRESENT 
U. S. Fidelity & Guaranty Co., Martindale, American 
Lawyers Quarterly, Clearing House Quarterly, 
National Surety Co., Hubbells Legal 
Directory, Sharp & Alleman. 


Special Department for Mercantile Collections 
M. L. HOLT, Manager 





Hartford, Conn. 


Frank B. Williams 


50 State Street 


Corporation Law a Specialty 


Collections and Commercial Law 
Compiler of Connecticut Laws for Corporation Legal Manual 
Notary Public Long Distance Telephone in Office 





Cincinnati, Ohio. 


Kelley & Hauck 


45 and 46 Blymyer Building 


Long Distance (Bell) "Phone No. 1915 Main 
General Practice State and Federal Courts. 


References: Fifth National Bank; Atlas National Banks 





Bernard B. Selling 


ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAW 
503-4-5-6-7-6 HAMMOND BLDG. DETROIT, MICHIGAN 


CORPORATION LAW A SPECIALTY 
I refer ta the following Corporations: 


Detroit, Mich., Detroit Trust Co., Union Trust Co., Burnham 
Stoepel & Company, Commercial National Bank 
Newark, N. J., Prudential Insurance Company of America 
Dayton, Ohio, Cooper Insurance Company 


AMERICAN 





LAWYER 


PHILADELPHIA, PENNA. 


Hopper, Lessig & Smith 


803 Land Title Building 
Attorneys and Counsellors-at-Law 


General Civil Practice in Federal, State and County Courts 


Instant attention to correspondence and Long Distance 
Phone. 


Practicing since 1879 
HARRY SHELMIRE HOPPER 


MORRIS EDCA™ SMITH 
W. BROOKE LESSIG 





Charles W. Walton 


Kingston, N. Y. 
Savings Institution Building 


Special attention given to Corporation Law. Refers to 
Kingston National Bank. Attorney for Kingston Iron and 
Ore Company, Kingston Gas and Electric Company, The Hut- 
ton Company, The Aetna Life Insurance Company, United 
States Fidelity Guaranty Company. 








Providence, R. I. 


EDWARD C. STINESS 
Attorney-at-Law 


942-943 Banigan Building 


Represent the United States Fidelity & Guaranty Company, 
the American Lawyers, and all the principal lists. Refer to 
Bradstreet, Martindale and Hubbell. 

Corporation and commercial practice a specialty. 





Hartshorne, Insley & Leake 

239 Washington St. Jersey City, N. J. 
General Counsel for The Provident Institution 
for Savings in Jersey City, Hudson County Board 


of Health and Vital Statistics, N. Y. & Texas 
S. S. Co., &c., &e. 





Charles C. Bailey John H. Voorhees 
Frederick B. Eaton Peter G. Honegger 


BAILEY & VOORHEES 


Attorneys and Counsellors-at-Law 
Sioux Falls, South Dakota 


Attorneys for Sioux Falls National Bank, R. G. Dun & Co.,, 
Illinois Central R. R. Co., Western Union Telegraph 
Co., American Surety Co. 





Notary Long Distance 


EDWARD D. HOWARD 


Attorney and Counsellor, 
305-311 Hayden-Clinton Bank Building, Columbus, Ohio 
Corporation Business Specialty 


Ex. Charge of Corporation Division, Department of State 
Ref. Commercial National Bank, State Savings Bank and 
Trust Co. 








J. C. OTTS, Attorney 
Gaffney, South Carolina 


CORPORATION AND COMMERCIAL LAW 
Attorney for the Gaffney Trust Co. and the Board of 
County Commissioners. 


Refer to Merchants’ and Planters’ Bank; National 
Bank of Gaffney, S. C. 
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fiegistrar and Cransfer Company 


35 Nassau Street, New York City JOHN W. HARDENSBERGH 15 Exchange Pl., Jersey City, N. J. 


President 
WILLIAM C. SHERWOOD CHARLES L. YOUNG T. W. B. MIDDLETON 
Vice-President Secretary and Treasurer Assistant Secretary 


Acts as Transfer Agent or Register of listed and unlisted Securities. Acts as Reg- 
istered Agent for Corporations in New Jersey. Acts as Trustee under Mortgage or 
Trust Deed certifying bond issues. Assists in the organization of Corporations. 


Maintains the most thoroughly equipped Transfer Department in New York for Corporations of all States 


DIRECTORS 
c. C. CUYLER ROBERT H. McCURDY ROBERT 8S. ROSS 
Cuyler, Morgan & Company, New York New York Vice-Pres. Commercial Trust Co. of N. J. 
JOHN W. HARDENBERGH WALTER L. McDERMOTT WILLIAM C. SHERWOOD 
Pres. Commercial Trust Co. of N. J. Vice-President of the Company 
CLARENCE H. KELSEY JOHN A. MIDDLETON GEORGE W. YOUNG 


Pres. Title Guarantee and Trust Co., N. Y. Vice-President Lehigh Valley Railroad George W. Young & Company 














BUFFALO, NEW YORK | 
MARTIN CLARK | 
| 


FOR SALE 





Attorney and Counselor at Law 
91 Erie County Savings Bank Building 


Prompt and careful personal attention given to commercial 


Law business in one of the best cities on the Pacifie 


litigation and collections, corporation, real estate and probate Coast. Represents the leading agencies. Climate and 
matters. 


U.S. Fidelity & Guaranty Co. 

Fidelity & Casualty Co., New York City. 
Commonwealth Trust Co., Fidelity Trust Co. 
Third National Bank and Peoples’ Bank, Buffalo. 


References: Farmers’ Loan & Trust Co. | educational facilities unsurpassed. Would remain 
| 


few months with business if desired. 











Address X, care American Lawyer 














INCORPORATE IN ARIZONA 





| SAMUEL REGESTER LONG DISTANCE TELEPHONE: 
The General Corporation Laws of Arizona are UNEQUALED | 
for JUSTICE and LIBERALITY. No franchise tax; private | JAMES MULLEN RICHMOND 2672 
property exempt from corporate debts; LOWEST COST; capi- } 
talization unlimited; do business and hold meetings anywhere; } 


= mg at when our forms are used—free for the Fe EG ESTER & Mi U LLEN 


Legal Department. THE INCORPORATING COMPANY 
OF ARIZONA ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELLORS AT LAW 


REFERENCES: Phoenix, Arizona 
Phoenix National Bank. 
Home Savings Bank & Trust Co. (Mention this paper.) 


1102 Bast Main Street (Second Floor Suite), Richmond, Va 











CORPORATIONS, INSURANCE AND BANKING 





References: American National Bank, Bank of Commerce and 
Trusts and Virginia Trust Company, all of Richmond, Va. 


The National Corporation Reporter 


FREDERICK A. ROWE, PrRestpent 








PUBLISHED WEEKLY 
The only paper of its kind published in the world 


SUBSCRIBE NOW 


VERNON E. HODGES 


800 H STREET, N. W. 
WASHINTON, D. C. 
Cc Iting C 1 in all Patent Matters 
HODGES’ POCKET DIGEST OF PATENT DECISIONS 
Free to Lawyers on Application 


ATENTS and Patent Causes 


Digest of Corporation Cases and kindred subjects appears in each week’s 
issue. Authentic Lists of Illinois Corporations appear weekly. 


There is not a Lawyerin the United States who should not be a sub- 
scriber to The National Corporation Reporter. 








Subscription Price, $3.00 Per Year, $1.50 for Six Months 


OFFICE: 608-609 TEMPLE BUILDING, CHICAGO 


The National Corporation Reporter 


FOUNDED IN 1890 
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BAGGOTT & RYALL 


309 BROADWAY, NEW YORK CITY 
Commercial Law, Probate Matter, Depositions :: $3 Foreclosure and Partition Suits 


COLLECTION DEPARTMENT 


Refer to the Importers’ and Traders’ National Bank or the Citizens’ Central National Bank 


eS The Associated Trades Law List 


A BUSINESS-GETTER FOR COMMERCIAL LAWYERS 
150 NASSAU STREET NEW YORK, N. Y. 


























Send 


50 Cents 


Stamps or Currency 


THE CORPORATION BULLETIN 


The Corporation Laws of Delaware 
Important Corporation Cases and Decisions in all States 


Subscription, $2 Yearly Single Copies, 50 Cents 
THe CorPoORATION LEGAL MANUAL Co. 5 W. 3ist Street, New York 








FOR THE APRIL NUMBER 
































IF YOU HAVE AN IDEA 


of ever adding Lawyers Reports Annotated to your 
library (and of course you have) write us to-day for 
our special easy proposition under which you can 


DO IT NOW 











You can as well as not have the use of the set all 


summer while you are preparing for the fall term of 
court. 





The Lawyers Co-operative Publishing Co. 


ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


NEW YORK CHICAGO ST. PAUL 
700 81 Nassau 505 Lakeside Bldg. Ger, Am. Bk. Bldg. 
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THE GREAT WORK OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY IS NOW COMPLETED 
RUSSELL & WINSLOW’S 


SYLLABUS AND INDEX DIGEST 


By WM. HEPBURN RUSSELL and WM. BEVERLY WINSLOW 
of the New York Bar 





IGESTING all the United States Reports from Vol. 1 to 202 inclusive, and being the only complete Digest of 
this series of reports in the market at the present day 


Russell & Winslow have spent years of hard and conscientious work on this digest. It is a key to every 
decision in the Reports of the Supreme Court of the United States, and is the first digest ever published in this 
country digesting every case. 


It is more than a Digest. It is really an abridgment of the law contained in the Supreme Court Reports 





The Digest is used and cited by all the United State Courts, and we have hundreds of letters from Judges 
and the most prominent men of the legal profession speaking in the highest terms of this work. 


The price of the complete Digest in four volumes is $26 net. 


The price of the Index Digest of Subjects, digesting Vols. 2 to 202 inclusive, one 
volume, is $6.50 net. 


THE BANKS LAW PUBLISHING COMPANY 
23 PARK PLACE, NEW YORK 














NECESSARY CORPORATION BOOKS 








COOK ON CORPORATIONS | 





An exhaustive treatise on the law of corporations having a capital stock. FirrH EDITION, 3 volumes, $18.00 net 
This work covers every phase of corporation law and is regarded as the authority, by W. W. Cook. 





PRENTICE & EGAN’S COMMERCE CLAUSE 





The commerce clause of the Federal constitution, by E. Parmalee Pre nt ice and John G. Egan. 1 volume, $5.00 net 
Being an exposition of the law on a subject of extensive and increasing importance. The decisions are complelely 
cited and principles elucidated. 





EDDY COMBINATIONS | 





The law of combinations. Monopolies, trusts and combinations of both labor and capital. Contracts in restraint 
of trade. Federal and state anti-trust legislation and remedies. 2 volumes, $12.00 net, by Arthur J. Eddy. 





COOKE TRADE AND LABOR COMBINATIONS | 





The law of trade and labor combinations as applicable to boycotts, strikes, trade conspiracies, monopolies, pools, 
trusts and kindred subjects, by Frederick H. Cooke. 1 volume, $3 50 net. 





WILGUS U. S. STEEL CORPORATION | 





Its formation, charter, by-laws and management, together with a thorough inquiry concerning its stock, legality, 
industrial position, etc., by Horace L. Wilgus. 1 volume, $2.50 net 





HIGH INJUNCTIONS | 





The law of ieee unctions as administered in the American and English Courts, by James L. High. Fourth edition, 
ig 


by Shirley T h. 2 volumes, $12.00 net. 








CALLAGHAN & COMPANY - - - CHICAGO 
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VIEW OF HACKMATACK INN AND COTTAGES, CHESTER, NOVA SCOTIA. 


AN IDEAL SPOT FOR THE 


SUMMER VACATION 


SAILING, BATHING, FISHING, SHOOTING 


SPLENDID CLIMATE, SIMPLICITY AND COMFORT 
FOR BOOKLET AND ROUTE WRITE TO 
E. W. ALLEN, Manager 
HACKMATACK INN CO. - ~ - - - 5 WEST 31ST., NEW YORK 














MR. LAWYER: 


Have you seen Brightly’s New York Digest brought down to date? It is by Messrs. Mason 
and Hoguet, of the New York City Bar, and is just out. You will find it not a mere compilation of 
former Digests which you now own, but all 


NEW AND ORIGINAL WORK 
The classification is undoubtedly the best, and the typographical arrangement thoroughly modern. It 


can be used as a supplement to any New York Digest, and to the Century Digest for New York 
cases, thus saving the time required in looking over eight or ten supplemental volumes. 








BURDICK ON TORTS and the Companion work BURDICK’S CASES ON TORTS by 
Francis M. Burdick, Dwight Professor of Law in Columbia University School of Law. Neither 
the theory nor the history of any branch of this important subject has been ignored, but everywhere 
the learned author lays stress upon the rules of law as they are enforced by the courts to-day. - His 
clear and definite conception of principles has enabled the author to condense his treatise without 
sacrificing anything that is essential, while his lucid style enables the lawyer or student to grasp the 
meaning without wearing effort. The notes contain full citations of cases, many of which are briefly 
abstracted. Price of Burdick on Torts, canvas, 580 pages, $3.00; sheep, $3.50. Burdick’s Cases on 
Torts, 1014 pages, canvas, $4.00; sheep, $4.50. 


? 













A new edition of the standard work, WELLS ON REPLEVIN, is now ready for delivery. 
It is by the Hon. E. T. Wells, of Denver, Colo.,a brother of the author of the original work, and is 
undoubtedly the most comprehensive and thoroughly modern work on the subject of Replevin yet 
issued. Price, buckram, $4.50; sheep, $5.00. Address orders to the publishers, 


BANKS & COMPANY, Albany, N. Y. 
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The Lawyers’ System 





Leading Charter-Granting States 


The services of this company assist lawyers to incorporate and domicile their 


corporations in the States whose laws are most favorable to their clients. By our 


system of offices and resident counsel in the leading charter-granting States, we are 


able to render prompt and efficient services at a moderate cost. 


NEW YORK, N. Y.: Mutual Life Buildings, 34 Nassau or 32 Liberty Street. John S. 
Parker, Esq., author ‘‘ Where and How,”’’ ete.; editor ‘‘The Corporation Bulletin’’ and the Cor- 
poration Law Department of THe American Lawyer; General Counsel of the Company. 


NEW JERSEY—Jersey City: 1 Montgomery Street. George W. Flaacke, Esq., Resident 
Counsel. May be named as resident director and agent of New Jersey corporations. 


DELAWARE—Dover: 311 8S. State Street. James M. Satterfield, Esq., Resident Counsel. 
May be named as resident director and agent of Delaware corporations. 


MAINE—Augusta: 207 Water Street. E. Maynard Thompson, Esq., Resident Counsel. 


May be named as clerk of Maine corporations. 


MASSACHUSETTS—Boston: 25 Equitable Building. William M. Payson, Esq., New 


England Counsel. May be named as resident agent Massachusetts corporations. 


PENNSYLVANIA—Philadelphia: 929 Chestnut Street. Randolph Sailer, Esq., Resident 
Counsel. May be named as resident agent of Pennsylvania corporations. 


ARIZONA—Pheenix. Isaac T. Stoddard, Esq. 


May be named as resident agent of Arizona 
corporations. 








In other States than the above we have special representatives who are com- 
petent to handle all corporation matters. 





For information on incorporation in any State, address 


Wnited States Corporation Company 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE 





Mutual Life Buildings, 34 Nassau Street, New York 
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THE ONLY AMERICAN LAW BOOK ON A MOST IMPORTANT SUBJECT 


— MAUPIN=— 
Marketable Title to Real Estate 





BEING ALSO 
A TREATISE ON THE RIGHTS AND REMEDIES OF VENDORS AND PURCHASERS OF DEFECTIVE 
TITLES, INCLUDING THE LAW OF COVENANTS FOR TITLE, THE DocTRINE OF DOUBTFUL 


TITLE, OF SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE AND OTHER KINDRED SUBJECTS. 


SECOND AND REVISED EDITION 


By CHAPMAN W. MAUPIN, of the Washington D. C., Bar. 


One large Volume of nearly 1000 pages, handsomely bound in law canvas. Price $6.00 net, or $6.40 sent by 
express, prepaid, on receipt of Amount. 


. P . mnerican pu lication on the subjec t. Its plac e is filled by no other single law 
book in the whole range of le gal lite rature. It is a subject not found among ities Oo y e ycio- 
J 4 the titl f an of th Encycl 


™ is 8 complete exposition of case law on the subject of DEFECTIVE TITLES, and contains references to 
It is copious and minute in its treatment of the laws governing the right of th yurchs t » 
money en failure of the title, the Law of Covenants for Title and the duckies of doubtful tities, tr plleabenhees eg 
It a po Bag memo ons —— in oe can be found a classification of Marketable and Unmarketable Titles. 
on between vendor and purchaser growing out of Defective Titl it Q 
ring to half a dozen or more text books on different subjects. se ° Se ee ee 


The subjects treated of are most important. There are few more prolific sources of litigation than disputes be- 
tween vendor and purchaser growing out of defective titles. 


BAKER, VOORHIS & CO., Law Publishers 


(For Sale by all Law Booksellers) 47 & 49 LIBERTY ST.. NEW YORK 




















Located in the NEW FIRE PROOF building of the Hudson County 
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CHARLES N. 


of Corporations Located with this Agency 
Acts as Registrar and Transfer Agent 


EACH CORPORATION is furnished with a meeting 
room, a steel compartment box, under separate master- 


Corporations Agency 
Nos. 243 and 245 Washington Street, Jersey City, N. J. 
West 23d St. Ferries of the Pennsylvania Railroad. 


P. O. Box 56 


Provides and maintains an office for New Jersey Corpora- 
Rooms for Directors’ and Stockholders’ meetings. 
within five minutes’ walk of the Cortlandt, Desbrosses and 


Is by its charter authorized to act as Agent and Trustee of 


Corporations organized under the laws of New Jersey, and for 
notice at the time required by the Statutes of the State, 


matter, and to the publishing and sending out of legal 
and by the By-Laws of the Corporation. 


ers and Inspectors of Election, Blank Forms, etce., and 
attends to the receiving and forwarding of all mail 


key lock, for its stock and transfer books, ete. ; and when 


desired this Agency supplies a 
National Bank, Nos. 243 and 245 Washington Street, Jersey City, 


Property entrusted to this Agency will be carefully guarded, and all 


It is the aim of this Agency to assist Corporations and their counsel to. 
communications will be treated as strictly confidential. 


conform to the laws of this State regarding Corporations, and not to in- 


Attends to Every Legal Requirement Under the Laws of New Jersey 
tervene between Attorneys and their clients. 


Represents over $1,500,000,000 Incorporated Capital 
FOREIGN CORPORATIONS doing business within the State. 


and operated for the best interests of the legal profession. 


tions. 











